



Sta. 





ith 
he 
ch 
Dat 
ect 


i- 


ne 
nt 
ed 
n- 
at 


ry 
he 
b- 
be 


nd 


ve 


URS Sa wi PO ber mee 


wa 


ea oe es Aas 


oR 


ttt 


Ee. 


Daa 


li as li ace Cs lao eo 


407ru Concress, 2p Session. 


PRINTED AND PUBLISHED AT THE CITY OF 


FRIDAY, DECEMBER 2, 


1849, 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


WASHINGTON, BY BLAIR & RIVES. 


New Series........ No. 5 





charge of it, he presumed the necessary inference 
to be, as a matter of course, that the Committee 
of Ways and Means should be discharged from 
its consideration, under the resolution which had 
been adopted, and that it should go to the other 
committee. * 

Mr. BURT rose and intimated his desire to put 
an inquiry to the gentleman from Ohio [Mr. Viy- 


oN]. 
. Mr. VINTON having yielded the floor for the 
urpose— 

Mr. BURT proceeded to inquire, whether the 
Committee on Manufactures since it originated in 
the year 1819, had ever reported any bill connected 
with the revenue of the country? 


Mr. VINTON, in reply, said that his impres- 


sion was, that the tariff of 1824 (as it was called,) 
which was reported at the first session of, which 
he was a member of this House, had come from 
the Committee on Manufactures, the chairman of 
which was Mr. Mallory, of Vermont. 

Mr. BURT. I think that is the only bill. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose, and was under- 
stood to suggest that the tariff of 1828 had, he 
thought, come from the same committee. 

Mr. VINTON said, such probably might be 
the fact; but, at all events, for the last eizht or ten 
years—he might safely say for the last ten years— 
by common consentthe subject had been referred to 
the Committee of Ways and Means. As his friend 
from South Carolina had said, the subject was much 
broader than a mere question of manufactures; it 
embraced a duty upon every agricultural product, 
upon all grains and grasses, upon everything that 
came out of the ocean. In fact, it embraced the 


labor of the country in almest every form in which | 


it was employed. The question, therefore, was 
much wider and broader than the mere process of 
what should come from the hands of the manufac- 
turer. 

Mr. GREEN said, that he was in favor of the 
proposition of the gentleman from Georgia, [Mr. 
Cons. ] 
mittee to which the subject should appropriately 
he referred was the Committee of Ways and 
Means; but ifany other committee was to-be added, 
if any other committee was to have charge of the 
matter, if it was to undergo supervision and in- 


It seemed to him (Mr. G.) that the com- | 


vestigation by any other body, it must be by virtue | 


of the incidental effect which the revenue laws have 
upon some particular branch of industry. 


one class of industry. But in raising revenue, in 
laying duties upon imported articles, or in framing 
any other system of taxation, it was their duty to 


| investigate the incidental effect which was pro- 


duced on the great body of the people. Would 
this House confire their investigation exclusively 
to manufactures? The same duty which devolved 
upon them in resp@t to manufactures, was im- 
posed upon them also in respect to agriculture and 
commerce. 

He would not go into an argument upon the tariff 
in one form or another. He agreed with the gen- 
tleman from Pennsylvania, [Mr. Tnompson,] that 
in the adjustmenf of the details of a tariff, it was 
impossible for any class of men so to frame the 
law that it would be equitable and just in its oper- 
ation in all time to come. The changes which 
were constantly taking place in the business and 
the commerce of the country, the improvements 
and innovations which were constantly springing 
up under the enterprising spirig of our people must 
call for corresponding change. But Congress 
could at least settle the principle upon which that 
legislation should rest. They could not say how 
far it should go as to this or that particular article, | 
but the principle might be fixed: and that was }{ 
precisely what Congress should do: 

The centleman from Pennsylvania [Mr. Tuompe- 
sON] was mistaken in saying that the people of the 
Unitéd States had decided against the tariff of 746. 
The most violent advocates of the tariff in the op- 
position party had said, we are satisfied with the 
tariff of 46; we make it no test in this election; and 
if Pennsylvania alone had permitted her vote to be 
influenced by that question, still it was to be re- 
membered that she, though calling herself the 
Keystone State, was not the Union. 

It was not true that the tariff of 1846 was the 
cause of the defeat of General Caas. It might be 


that his advocacy of that measure 3 secre injuri- | 


ously upon him in Pennsylvania. But suppose it 
did: Was not the gentleman himself a supporter 


| of General Cass? and was not he also a supporter | 


member would go so far as to contend that Con- || 


gress had, in the abstract, a right to legislate for 
the promotion of the manufacturing interest, as a 
substantive branch of power. The interest that 
any gentleman would contend for would be, that 
Congress had power over the revenue, and that 
as that might affect the business of the country, 


Congress probably might appropriately investigate | 


the effect which its exercise would have upon it. 


So with the tariff: if the imposition of duties | 


would affect the manufacturing interest, as it must, 


factures should investigate the question, and say 
how far thatebranch of the industry of the country 
would be affected by the revenue lawg—how far 


it had been affected by the tariff of 1846—how far || 
But as this was pony an |! 


bythe tariff of 1842. 


incidentat right, and not a substantive branch of 


power, and as it was manifest that the tariff duty | 


must affect other branches of.industry, was it not 
their duty to propose that other committees having 
charge of these other brancfits, should inquire 
how far they had been affected by the operatign 
ofthese laws? If the object was to take trom the 
Committee of Ways and Means the investigation 
of the subject, he was opposed to it. If the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures came in merely as an ad- 
Junct to show the effect of these laws upon the 
manufacturing interests, he was content to consider 
itas having equal claims with any other—no more, 
no les# Nine-tenths of the people were engaged 
in othér branches of business than manufactures. 
Should Congress investigate the interests of the 
manufacturers, and leave others uninvestigated ? 
He denied that Congress had any right to legis- 


of the protective principle? How was this to be 
reconciled ? The gentleman was in favor of protec- 
tion. Hecame out in favor of the abandonment 
of ad valorem duties, and of the substitution of 
specific duties. Yet the vote in Pennsylvania had 
been given against General Cass, because he was 


| in favor of the tariff of 1846. One of the two things 
No |; 


{was wrong; either the gentleman, in voting for 


General Cass, was not acting in conformity with 
the views of the great body of lis constituents, or 


| he was not acting so on this question here. 


Mr. G. would here reply to one objection which 
had been urged against the tariff of 1846. The 


' gentleman objected to the minimum principle, be- 


canse jt was unjust; it assumed a value to the article 
which it did not intrinsically bear—which it did not 
bear in the market. Now, he (Mr. G) would ask 


‘ whether the practical effect of the two principles— 


chr : | the minimum and the specific—was not precisely 
he had no objection that the Committee on Manu- | 


the same? For example: the minimum principle 


| taxed an article without reference to its value. The 


| stood the matter perfectly well. 


| of 30 per cent. 


specific principle also taxed it the same amount 
without reference to its cost. So it would seem, 
according to the gentleman’s argument, that the 
minimum principle was all wrong in relation to 
cotton goods, but all right in relation to iron. 

Mr. C. J. INGERSOLL rose and asked leave 
to explain. 

Mr. GREEN having yielded the floor— 

Mr. INGERSOLL said that the difference be- 
tween the lowest price and what.was called the 
minimum duty wasthis—that one Wwas an assumed 
price, known to every one to be false; the other 

s the actuai value. Nothing could be more 


| unlike. : 
He said he under- | 


Mr. GREEN continued. 
It Was not anew 
one to him. Did iron now bear the value-of $25? 
If uae gentleman is satisfied with a duty of 
$7 50¥*vhich is equivalent to an ad valorem duty 
But if iron should decline to $15, 
then the gentleman desires the same specific duty 


of $7 50, which is equivalent to an ad valorem 


portion with all other prices. Now, the minimum 
principle, which the gemleman very properly con- 
demns, has precisely the same effect. A duty of 
30 per cent. on iroh, assuming if to have cost $25, 
whether it cost but $15 or less, is a uniform duty of 
$7 50, and is what is called the minimum principle; 
but a specifie duty of $7 50, without regard to the 
cost or value, is the same in effect. And yet the 
gentleman condemns the one, and approves the 
other. All sneciGe duties amount to an introdue- 
tion, by disenise, and under a different name, of 
the odious minimums, which have justly received 
the condemnation of the people—the tax-payers; 
and but for that fact, we should, in all probability, 
hear no arguments in favor of specific duties, — 

It might be that some modification of the law of 
1846 was required; but, from the commencement 
to the conclusion, the principle for which he eon- 
tended was that of ad ralorem duties Let Con- 
gress shape its legislation so as to defeat, detect, 
and punish frauds; but let it net hold out a false 
principle of taxation to the people to mislead and 
deceive them. ‘The iron of Pennsylvania was en- 
titled to some degree of incidental protection, as 
much so as any other mnterest of the country, and 
no more. The sugar of the gentleman from Louisi- 
ana [Mr. Harmanson] was to be lowered to the 
same principle. 

Now, so far as the individual and personal in- 
terests of his (Mr. G.’s) constituents were con- 
cerned, he was willing to settle the principle, and 
to act upon that principle so long as he should 
retain a seat here—of assessing revenue upon the 
principle of ad valorem duties. He would apply 
the same principle of taxation to all, but he wes 
not to be understood as saying that he would sup- 
port a horizontal tariff. It was not right that the 
same duties should be levied on all articles. But 
whilst was exercisin® this revenue 
power, it should so exercise it as that the imposi- 
tions and burdens should be disseminated over the 
whole body of the people, without reference to 
any particular class, calling, or locality. 

He regarded all taxation, whether direct or indi- 
rect, as an evil and a burden to the people; but it 
was, to some extent, a necessary evil, as Govern- 
ment must have revenue to defray us expenses 
and keep its machinery in motion. To raise that 
revenue, he was s@sfied with the impdéftion of 
duties on imported articles for consumption; and, 
as such duties must of necessity afford some pro- 
tection, as an incident to their revenue quality, he 
was in favor of so adjusting the duties as to afford 
the same incidental benefit to all classes of the 
community—not to the manufacturers only, but to 
the farmers, the mechanics, laborers*and all Others. 
Why not, then, make the same inquiry and have 
the same investigation, with reference to agricul- 
ture and commerce, as propoged for manufactures? 
And why not also make a similar inquiry with the 
view of equalizing the burdens of taxation? We 
ought to equalize the burdens imposed upon the 
people for the support of Government among all 
classes of the community, in preportion to their 
ability to pay; and we ought, with the same care, 
to equalize the incidental benefits which might 
result from such taxation. 

For these reasons he was in favor of the amend- 
ment of the gentlaman from Georgia, [Mr. Conn;} 
that if the operation of the revenue laws was to 
be investigated as they bore on manufactures, it 
should also be investigated with respect to agri- 
culture and commerce. : ; 

Mr. GREELEY said, he was very sure that if 
they could have a fair understanding of each other 
on this question, this committee could come toa 
satisfactory conclusion. For his pert, he would 
just as soon have this subject referred to the Com- 
mittee on Agriculture, aa to the Committee on 
Manufactures. He repudiated the idea that there 
was any diversity, any discordance of interests 
between ¢riculture and manufactures; and he re- 
garded it as most unfortugate, that two committees 
had been appointed on this subject. There ought 

to be one common grand committee of this House 
to look to the industrial interests of the country— 


Coneress 


late, as a substantive branch of power, for any |! duty of 50 per cent.. And so on in the same pro- |. a committee on industry, who should look to the 
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effect which the tariff would have upon every 
branch of industry, without discriminating in 
of any. They never should have admitted tn the 
organiz ation of the committees of this Heuse, that 


favor 


there was any divergence, any conflict between 
the interests of agri iin. commerce, and manu 
factures. 


Why desire ane ther reference, then, than that 
pointed ¢ ont by the resolution ufder considera- 
tion? With all respect to. the Committee of 
Ways and Means, (proba ily the strongest com- 
mittee in this House,) and to tts honorable 
chairman, he recognized, in Cie amount of busi- 
ness before that commiitec, 1 absolute im 
possibility for ij ry, promyp sid 
tion of this by them as ought to be civen. 
What were they no eonsidering? Not the en- 
actment of a rif. ife did not suppose that any 
member oft Ilou expected they would en : 
a tariff this winter. He would be very unwi 
to take the cveneral joct ot t will from t! 
Committee of Ways and Mear Wi he we | 
wish done was, to refer th t part of t em age 
which related to protect n, to a committee who 
would five it thor ivh, earnest consideration, and 


, 


a prompt, respectful reply. ‘The message proposed 


no action on this subject. It was a general indict- 
ment by a retiring President,on behalf of a defeated 
party, against the par which had triumphed, and 
the policy which has, inthe main, been predominant 
since the adoption of the Mederal Constitution. 
Now, he wanted a committee of the House to take 
this subject into consideration, and make a report. 
Were the other side of the Tiouse unwilling that 
they should have this privilege This indictment 
had gone to every portion of this counts y; aheavy 
number of extra copie had been ordered printed; 
it had probably already been read by almost 
every voter and it would be by many more. 
Now, he thought they ought to have the privil 

of an answer, which could 

circulated over 


not by any meat + he 
quarter of the ground wirere the 
indictment had zone; but Which, at any rate, should 
stand as the answer of this House to this indict- 
ment of the early Pri 
and of almostall the public men from the form 
ation of the Constitution to the present. ‘The first 


idents, the early Congres 


Congress had openly declared, and almost every 
Congress since had directly or indirectly main- 
tained, the constitutionality of protection. “The 
present incumbent of the Presidential chair did not 
admit this, but impul d, by plain implication, if not 
in words, the most unworthy motives*to the Con- 
gresses, the Presidents, Secretaries, the major 
ities ofgphe peop! io had osu ssively passed 
protective tarifis. [le (the President) imputed to 
them the purpose of building up an aristocracy in 
this country, of favoring one class at the se 
of another, of oppres sing the poor for the ben- 


efit of the ric h, of | building up as near as might be 
Murope. 
This was the @erave charge which had gone out. 
Ought they not to have the opportunity of an an- 
swerin some way or other? Would the Committee 
of Ways and Means take this matter in charee and 


*, - 1° ’ 5 
prepat an a swer? Would th ir other duties 


an imitation of the aristocratic system of 


permit them todo it?) Ifthey would, he was will- 
ing they should; 1f not, he was wilibe th 

Commiutiee on Agri ‘niture should, « rany commit- 
tee who would give the subject that ample investi- 


gation, and that ea ly reply which was demanded. 
B the ference > | ae } an 
nut the reference proposed by his colleague was 

the natural one , | ecause the Commiitee on Manu- 

factures liad had charge of the subject before. 

That committee reported the tariff of 1828; the 

“ . 

Committee on Manufactures report 


dl Substantially 
the tariii of 1842; afterwards it was recommitted to 
the Committee of Ways and Means, as he should 
wish ii now to he done; but the framing of the i] 
was' done by the Committee on Manufactures, 
Mr. Saltonstall being their chairman. The tarif 
of IR46 was not. Why not? 
was fr: imed by the enemies of protec tion, and with 
the avowed purpose of levying duties for revenue, 
not for protection; therefore it was very proper 
that this tariff should have been committed exclu- 
sively to the Committee of Ways and Means. 

He therefore hoped that his respected friend, 
the chairman of the Gommittee of Ways and 
Means, would consent fo let this subject go to 
some other committee of this House, unless he 
avowed hims« if willing and able, in view of the 
mass of busing 8 before that committee, to make 
& report to this House upon that part of the Presi- 


’ . 
Bec ‘tie that tariff 


dent’s message which so gravely implicated the 
established policy and nearly all the public men of 
this country. 

Mr. BAYLY said, if this committee had before 


had any doubt as to the o! ject of the motion to 


2 : . . » | 
refer to the Committee on Manufactures, since the 


remarks of the gentleman rou New York [Mr. 

GREELEY] they could have hat doubt no Selcian 

That gentleman h ad ex] ie itly declared that that 
motion had not been made with a view of expe- 
diting in any respect the business of this House; 
that it had not been made with a view to any legis- 
lation upon their part—with a view to which alone 
were the committees of this LJguse raised—but that 
it was to be referred to the Mommittee on Manu- 
factures, with the view of having them manufacture 
an electioneering document, an official reply to 
the message of the President of the United Siates. 
Now, he believed that the proper mode of replying 
to that message, if a reply wag desired, that the 


. : , ints Rate ako : 
sual and parliamentary mode was by dgevate in 





this committee. It was one of the objects of re- 
ferring the message to the Committee of the W hole 
on the state of the Unien, that it might be e7iti- 
cised—that its topies might be discussed—that its 
recon imendati ns micht be consi der dd. The ren- 
tleman from New York avowed that the purpose 
was to take this m@ssave from this Committee of 
the Whole, in which every district of the Union 
was represented, and to commit it—whe re? He 
(MIr. B.) ol jects d to the reference of this subject 
to the Committee on Manufactures, not o nly be- 
cause that committee was organized in reference 
io subjects with which this part of the message 
had no legitimate connection, but he objected to it 
on the ground of the constitution of that commit- 
tee itself Tlow was that committee sonattved > 
There were many of the largest and most import- 
ant interests of this country which were not rep- 
resented upon itatall. They had been told by 
the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, [Mr. Vinron,] and by almost everybody 
else who had spoken, that in this subject of the 
tariil every interest of the country was concerned. 
That was doubtless true. But how was the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures constituted > 

There was ene great interest of this Union, that 
which constituted the great bases of its commerce, 
that, without the existence of which the commerce 
of our country would languish—the cotton inter- 
est, which had nat a solitary representative on 
that committee. here was another creat interest 
of agriculture—that of tobacco, which had not a 
representative on that committee at all. It was 
true, his honorable colleague from the Kinewood 
district [Mr. Brown] was on that committee; but 
it was known that his district, to a coneiderable 
extent, was a coal and iron district, although he 
was glad to know that he was a true free-trade 
man. When they came to the great States of the 
West with their. hemp, with their pork, and with 
their other vast agricultural products, they were 
represented on that committee only by a gentle- 
man from the extreme Northwest. The only 
member on that committee from the Wesf at all 
was the honorable gentleman from Michigan [Mr. 
Sruarr.] There was no man on that committee 
south of western Virginia. There was another 
interest—the sugar interest, too, was unrepre- 
sented. Then, there was the great commercial 
interest, which he regarded, and which all the 
political economists of our country had regarded, 
until of late, as second only to our agricultural in- 
terest—without which our agricultural interest 
could not live at all (for it furnished the way of 
getting our agricultural products to market)—that 
interest was not represented. From none of the 
great commercial portions of the country was there 
1 single member upon that committee. Now. was 
it possible, when the object was avowed to be the 
cetting up of aw electioneering doctiment, that all 
these great interests which were concerned, were 
not to be represented upon the committee that ves 
to manufacture it ? 

He begged the House to turn to the constitu- 
tion of that committee, which seemed directed es- 
pecially to the manufacture of this electioneering 
document. ‘There was at its head—Mr. Andrew 
Stewart,of Pennsylvania; and there were algo Mr. 
Amos Abbott, of Massachusetts; Joseph Ed- 
sall, of New Jersey; John W. Houston, a Dela- 
ware; Charles E. Stuart, of Michigan; Eliakim 
Sherrill, of New York; William G. Brow n, of 
Virginia; John W. Crisfeld, of Maryland; and | 





Dec. } 


= 
~~ 
os 


James H. Johnston, of New Hampshire. |, 
it was a committee almost entirely a New F, 
committee, as contradistinguished from a. 
tee which should represent the interests 
great West and the South; and he said not, 
because the committee was organized in refer, 
to the consideration of no subject such as this 
he object, but the constitution of the 
was an insuperable 
soucht. 

He would not go into any other of the + 
which had heen debated. ‘The quegtion of » 
tection, the expediency and wisdom of the tari 
1846—all these subjects, it was probable, at soy, 
time or other, would come up. Whenever the 
did, he held himself prepared to vindicate the tayis 
of 1846, and to show that it had more thay my 
the expectations @f its friends, and falsified al} 1) 
predictions of its enemies. 

Mr. MARVIN did not propose to enter 
any discussion in regard to the sige of pro. 
tection, but to confine himself purely, strictly, ty 
the question before the committee. 


ther 


) 


Tams 
objection to the rete 


ren 
Ca 


He thou ae 
and he wished to state his reasons for that opin. 
ion—tliat the amendment offered by his colleauy, 
ought to prevail, and that the ame ndment to the 
amendment should not prevail. He read the 4) 
resolution, to show the questions which it py 
nosed to refer to the Committee of Ways and 
Means, and said that the amendment of jis coj- 
leacne proposed to refer the que stion of the rh 
of 1842, and of 1846, to the Committee on Ma 
factures; and the question was, ought it so 7 
referred? Why, the w hole history of the dos trin 
of protection, as it was found among the pub! 
documents of this House, showed most cone 
sively that to no other committee could that sub- 
ject with propriety be referred. Let them look a 
moment to the history of the proceedings of this 
House touching this subject of protection; for let 
it be remembered, that the President of the United 
States, in his message Jately communicated to this 
House, had gone into an elaborate argument 
the purpose of showing that duties i impose ‘dw 
a view to protection are unconstitutional; that they 
are constitutional only when imposed with a view 
to revenue. 
Now we knew there were two classes of opin- 
ions held by statesmen in this country in reserence 
to this great subject; we knew our country was 
divided in regard to it; and the President had of- 
fered us along argument for the purpose of sus- 
taining those views which had governed him during 
his administration of the Government. To what 
committee, then, was it proper, according to the 
usage of this House, to assign the duty of taking 
up and examining the President’s argument? Let 
them look for a nfoment to the history -of this 
House, so far as the doctrine of protection was 
concerned. Why,a bill was passed in 1816, « early 
ifter the late war with Great Britain, that was re- 
garded as a bill for protection: that was its osten- 
sible object. But from whom did that bill emanate? 
From the Committee on Commerce and Manufic- 
tures 
The centleman from Georgia had said there was 
a great intimacy between manufactures, agrical- 
ture, and commerce. So said Congress at that 
fime—so said the House of Representatives, that 
there was so close a connection between the inter- 
ests of manufactures and commerce, that, in deter- 
mining whether duties ought to be imposed with a 
view to th®@ encouragement of manufactures, a per- 
fect knowledge of the commerce of the country 
was necossary. Hence, it was ene committee 
only which embraced the subjects of commerce 
and manufactures. By that committee the tariff of 
1816 was reported.” That committee had the 
charge of the subjegt of protection for a series of 
years. But by and by the whole country became 
afxious to see this subject thoroughly revised; 
the country, In various parts, called for a bill to 
protect the manufacturing interests of the country 
—not so much to protect the manufacturing inter- 
ests of the country as such, but because the only 
| way they could reach and protect the great interest 

which overspread the whole country—he meant 

the agricultural interest—was through theemanu- 
| facturing interest. Hence there was an uprising 
_ in all parts of thecountry, and a bill was ealled for, 
| for the protection of the home interests of the coun- 
| try, as the only way to reach the overwhelming 


{| interest of agriculture. Did not the name of that 


distinguished citizen of Pennsylvania recur to 
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every gentleman within the sound of his voice—the 


Hon. Mr. Baldwin, subsequently a Judge of the 
Sinreme Court of the United States, who was so 
lone a distinguished member of this House from 
the State of Pennsylvania, and a member of the 
Committee on Commerce; and the name of the 
ehairman of that Committee on Commerce, Hon. 
. Newton, of Va., who was so long a member 
of this House, that he was styled emphatically 
«the father of the House,’” having been a member 
of Tt, and at the head of the Committee on Com- 
merce and @Janufactures for 20 years? Yet Judge 
naldwin, though not at the head of that commit- 
<e, placed himself at the head of the great subject 
of protection, and, as a member of the committee, 
year after year, reported bilis with a view to protec- 
jon, and year after year furnished reports, which 
were not exceeded, perhaps, in ability and masterly 
uweument even by the great report of Alexander 
Hamilton on this subject—reports most replete 
with argument in favor of protection. ‘These re- 
norts, long and able, were on the files of this 
House. Well,after he had thus labored and worn 
himself out, year after year, Judge Baidwin was 
one day complaining of his misfortunes to the then 
distinguished Speaker of this House, (Mr. Clay,) 
that he had so long labored, and labored in vain, 
that he did not know but he must give up the 
whole subject of protection. ‘ Why,” said that 
distinguished Speaker to him, (in conversation, ) 
«“T have hit upon a plan which will relieve you. 
There must be a new committee created in this 
House—a Committee on Manufactures,—and you, 
Mr. Baldwin, must be its chairman.” And so he 
was. A Committee on Manufactures was estab- 
lished, and Judge Baldwin was made chairman of 
it; and here again he produced those reports upon 
protection which had been cited as text-books from 
that day to this, and would be wher the subject 
again came up for discussion. Judge Baldwin 
ceased to be a member of this House, he (Mr. M.) 
believed, simply because he had been laboring 
under an illness which prostrated him for a series 
of years. His successor, Mr. ‘Todd, was elected, 
and he was placed on the Committee on Manufac- 
tures, 

He (Mr. M.) did not see the gentleman from 
Ohio, the chairman of the Committee of Ways and 
Means, now in his seat; but he wished to correct 
the suggestion which had been made by him, 
wheu speaking of the tariff of 1824, that it was re- 
ported by Mr. Mallory. The fact was otherwise: 
Mr. Todd, whe succeeded Judge Baldwin from 
the State of Pennsylvania, reported the tariff’ bill 
of 1824, which was discussed almost for the entire 
But although fie reported that bill, he 
did not accompany it with any report upon the 
subject of protection. Why? ‘Those reports 
wiich had been furnished to.this House, and those 
on its files and among its printed documents, which 
had been made by Judge Baldwin, were deemed 
amply sufficient, so far as regarded the settling for- 
ever the great constitutional question. He said, 
therefore, that that bill was reported by Mr. Todd 
from the Committee on Manufactures. He (Mr. 
M.) happened to be a member of that committee 
at that time, and therefore the gentleman from 
Ohio, he hoped, would excuse him for setung him 
right upon this matter of history. 

Mr. M. proceeded to state that the great bill of 
protection of 1824 was considered as having taken 
especial care of the iron interests of Pennsylvania, 
but not of the great wool growing interests of 
New England; and hence it became necessary that 
the tariff should be revised with a‘view to that in- 
terest. And it was not necessary for him to say, 
that when any alteratian was proposed to be made 
in the tariff system, the whole subject had to be 
gone into. In 1828, the other great bill of protec- 
tion was brought forward by Mr. Mallory. That 
gentleman had previously been a member of the 
committee; but he was then chairman of the Com- 
mitteeon Manufacttfres, and he it was who reported 
the great bill of protection of 1828. That law re- 
mained in force until the passage of the bill known 
as the compromise bill, which looked forward to a 
continued reduction of duties, to a diminution little 
by little, until it brought the country into a pre- 
dicament from which it could scarcely see any 
mode of escape. ‘Then it was that the Committee 
on Manufactures again took up the subject, and 
labored and labored upon it. They labored in 
vain. They were resisted at every point; until, 
ultimately, te save the country and prevent an ad- 
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journment of 


vive him its attention for a short time. 


THE CONGRESSIONAL GLOBE. 


Congress without anything being 
Ways and Mexus—o! 
which a distinguished gentleman from New York, 
recently elected to a more station, (Mr. 
Fillmore, ) chairman—relieved the ¢ ui try 
from its embarrsssment, by bringing in a bill Lasé d 


done, the Comimittee of 

, 
eievatea 
was 


upon that which had already been introduced by 
the Committee on Manufactures. . : 

W hat, then, was the true state of the case Du 
ring the whole history of protection in this LLous 
no othercommittee had ever taken up, examined, 
and reported on this subject. The first reports ema 
nated trota the Committee on Commerce and Man 
ufactures. 


Wien anew Committee of Manufae- 
tures was created, (of which Mr. Baldwin wa: 
chairman,) that committee had charge of the sub- 


ject, and had turnished many able reports. And 
uguin, al a subsequent period, able reports had 
been made for and against the princy The 


Committee on Manufactures was tramed upon the 
revenue principle. A majority of the committer 
were in favor of that principle. Mr. M. alluded to 


majority and minority reports which had been , 


i 
made by the committee—one in favor of free trade, 


40 pages long—the other in favor of protection, 
50 or 60 pages—(one of the ablest arguments ever 
made in favor of the protective policy.) 

He alluded to these facts, to show what he be- 
lieved to be the case—that_there never had been a 
committee in this, House that had taken up and 
reported upon the doctrine of protection, except 
the Committee on Manufactures; and he drew 
thence the inference, that the argument contained 
in the President’s Message should be reterred to 
that committee. And he quoted the opinion ex- 
pressed by General Jackson, in his first message, 
in relation to the right and duty of the Govern- 
ment to protect the country from the ijurious 
commercial regulations of foreign Powers. 

The interests of commerce were great—so also 
were the interests of agriculture. but the subject 
of manufactures had heen separated from that of 
commerce, because it required the labors of a 
separate and distinct committee. And now the 
amendment to the amendment proposed w go 
back—not only to send the subject to the Commut- 
tees of Commerce and Manufactures, but also to 
add the Committee on Agriculture. Lt was true, 
he repeated, that the interests of commerce and 
agriculture were great interests. But did it follow, 
when a subject was referred to the Commitiee on 
Commerce and Manufactures, that the committee 
must necessarily confine its views to considera- 
tions aflecting only this or that particular branch 
of industry or business? Surely not. Mr. M. 
very bric fly enforced this view of the case, by 
reference to the interests of the agriculturists, and 
the mode by which they could best be promoted. 

He did not propose to discuss the question of 
protection. He th uieht he had said enough to 
show that if the House did not now refer the gpb- 
ject to the Committee on Manufactures, it would 
depart from that which had been its uniform 
usage since this interesting question had first been 
discussed. ‘To that committee, where the duty 
properly belonged, he hoped it would be referred. 

Mr, FISHER proposed, he said, to make a few 
remarks on this question, if the committee would 
Vhe sub- 
ject was one of conceded importance to all parts 
of the country. ‘Fhe section of country which he 
represented was devoted principally to agriculture. 
It had been truly said, that all the interests of the 
United States were alike allied and connected to- 
vether by the tariff system. In his opinion, the 
subject should be referred especially to the Com- 
mittee of Ways and Means, which, as he thought, 
was the proper committee to make a report. 

And here, in the commencement, he wished to 
submit a few remarks in relation to the different 
views entertained by different sections of country 
upon this question of the tariff, $e 

It seemed to him that very erroneous opinions 
existed in the minds of those who were in favor of 
free trade—in other words, of those who were op- 
posed to the protective policy. It was contended 
that the consumer paid the duty—that it was com- 
puted in the price of the arucle—And that, therefore, 
the con@@mer had to pay it. And this was one of 
the principal objections urged in opposition to the 
protective policy, and in favor of free trade. Now, 
if it could be shown that this position was not cor- 
rect, that the consumer did not pay the duty, of 
course it followed, a3 a necessary consequence, 
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that this have any force or 


validity. 


argvument ceased to 
{i fell ta the ground. 

He knew only of three obj cuions which had 
been urged in opposiuon to the | rotective poli Vv 
by the free-trade party. If these objections could 
be shown, as he be lieve d the 5 could, to be unsound 
and fallacious, then, as a matter of course, objec- 
tions to the system could no longer be urged. — 

The first objection was, that the system was un- 
constitutional, In answer to this position, he 
would reply, that it was enough for us to know 
that such a policy had been introduced at the or- 
ganization ef our Government, under the first ad- 
, and that there never had been a time 
only that which had elapsed since the 
enactment of the tart law of 1846) in which the 
Government to establish a pro 
tective pohey had not been re cognized. ‘The prin 
n acknowledged in every tariff, 

Anothes objection was, that which he had no- 
ticed at the t remarks, name ly, that 
the consumer paid tiie duty; and hence all the ar- 
suments of the free-trade party were directed to 
that point. They attempted to prejudice the minda 
of the people against the rich. They said that it waa 
the Imposition of a tax on the poor for the benefit 
of the rich. Now, that not being true, of course 
this objection to the protective policy was removed. 
Phe duty was a tax upon the foreign importer— 
to be pad by whom? Who were the taxed party, 
and to whom was the tax to be paid? The free- 
trade party assumed (and it was nothing more 
than an assumption) chat the tax was paid by the 
consumer to the manufacturer; when the fact was, 
that the duty was paid by the foreign importer or 
manufacturer to the Government of this coun- 
try. They said. it was a bounty paid—by 
whom? By the consumer to the manufacturer; 
when, in trath, it was a bounty paid by the foreign 
Importer to the Government of the country far 
the privilege of selling his commodities in our 
market. ‘There was butone method by which 
the consumer of our country could be taxed. 
If the free-trade party could prove that the duty 
was added to the price of the commodity, and 
that the consumer had it to pay, he (Mr. F. ) would 
yield the argument. But unul this was done, he 
must be in favor of the policy of protection. If 
t was true that the duty was added to the price of 
the arucle, (and the President, and the Secretary of 
the ‘Treasury, in all his reports, bad assumed but 
not proved it,) then the imposition fell practically 
upon the people of the country. If this was true, 
it could be proved. Let him briefly pursue the 
argument. 

Mr. F. here gave way to— 

Mr. STANTON, who moved that the commitice 
rise. 

‘The motion having prevailed, 

The committee rose, and reported progress. 

And the House adjourned. 
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PETITIONS, ETC. 

The folowing petitions and memorials were presented 
under the rule, and reterred : 

By Mr. RITCHEY: The petitien of John Clark and 241 
other citizens of Washington and Athens counties, Ohio, 
praying the establishment of a maul route from Constitution, 
in Washington county, Ohie, to Federalton, in Athens coun 
ty: referred to the Committee on the Post Office antl Post 
Roads. . 

By Mr. MANN, of Massachusetts: The petition of Martin 
Lineoin, of Mas-achusetis, and 1)5 others ; of John Patten, 
of Maine, and 412 others; of Charles Geber, of Maine, 
and 70 others; and of Chrfftopher Comstock, of Rhode 
Island, and &4 othbers,—severally in behalf of cheap postage. 
Also a memorial of the yearly meeting of anti-slavery 
Friends, held at Newport, lodiana, praying for the abolitn h 
of slaver@in the District of Columbia, its non-vatension w 
the Territories, &c. 

By Mr. CHAPMAN: The petition of C. P. MeCorkle, for 
difference of pay between captain’s clerk and purser on 
board the United States schooner Petrel, in 1846 and 1e47. 
Also the petition of Matilda W. Braw, for a pension. 

By WILLIAM T. LAWRENCE: ‘The petition of inhab- 
itants on the route, for the establishment of a post route 
between Ithaea, in ‘Tompkins county, and Bath, in Steuben 
county, in the State of New York: referred to the Comumit- 
tee on the Post Office and Post Roads. : 

By Mr. PENDLETON: The petition of Dangerfield 
Fauntleroy, praying tor a law directing a fair and equitable 
adjustment of his accounts as purser of the United States 
navy, for expenditures made in California, by order of his 

-ommn anding officer. 

r By Me ABBOTT: The petition of Thomas H. Cutter 
and others, citizens of Newburyport, Massachuretts, pray- 
ing for a reduction and uniform rates of postage throughout 
the United States: referred to the Committee on the Post 
Otlice and Post Roads. Also, the petition of Join Balsh and 
others, citizens of Massachusetts, praying that the law moy 
be so amended as to increase the per diem pay and miléage 


| of jurors serving in the courts of the United States. 
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IN SENATE. 
W epvespay, December 20, 1848. 

The VICE PRESIDENT Jaid before the Sennte 
a report from the Sr cretary of the Senate, contain- 
ing a statement of the disbursements from the con- 
tungent fund of the Senate; wh 
be printed, 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, ofLouisiana, the 
bill for the relief of George Poindexter was recom- 
mitted to the Committee on Claims. 

Mr. BRIGHT presented the petition of Samuel 


i was ordere d to 


©. Davis, a revolutionary sol lier, praying to be 
allowed an increase of pension; which was re- 
ferred to the Committee on Kevoiutionary Pen- 
sions 

Mr. ATHERTON presented the petition of John 
A. Webber, United States military storekeeper at 


Watertown, Massachusetts, asking compensation 
referred to the Com- 


for extra services; which was 
a 7 a 7 . 
mittee on wVlilitary Affair: 


Mr. DIX | resented the petit 


asking compensation for public ts leased to h 
| 1; which w 
referred to the Committee on Public Buildings. 

Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, presented the 
memorial of Benedict Heard, asking compensation 
for the destruction of property by the enemy in 
1814: which was referred to the Committee on 
Claim 

Mr. FOOTE presented the petition of the receiv- 
ers and registers of the public lands in the State of 
Mississippi, asking compensation for extra ser- 
vices in making out land warrants; which was 
referred to the 


and now required to be surrenderes 


Committee on Public Lands. 

On motion of Mr. KING, the petition of Hugh 
Wallace was taken from the files of the Senate and 
referred to the Gommittee on Pensions. 

Mr. DOWNS, 
obtained leave 


pursuant to notice, asked and 
to introduce a joint resolution to 
authorize the Secretary of the Navy to contract for 
earryiog the mail from New Orleans to Vera Cruz; 
which was read a first and second time, as fol- 
lows: 

R red, &e., That it shall be the duty of the Secretary of 
the Navy to contract, on behalf of the Government of the 


United States, for the transportation of the United States 
maiis from New Orleans, (La.,) to Vera Cruz, in Mexico, 
twier a week and back, touching, if practicable, each way, 
at Galveston and Matagorda Bay, (Texas,) and Tampico, in 


Mexico; the said maits to be transported in at least two 
steamships, of not less than eight hundred tons burden, and 
of ample power; each toe be constructed under the direction 
of a navel constructor in the employ of the Navy Depart 
ment; andtea th so eonstruct 
wr steamers atth 


dias to be convertible ito 
least possible cost; and that each of 
said steamestups shall receive on board, and provide suitable 
accommodations (or, without charge to the Governinent, one 
agent, to be appointed by the Postmaster General, who shall 
have charge of the mails to be transporte d in said steam- 
ships: Proride?, That the term of service aforesaid shall 
not be for less than ten vears, and the compensation tor the 
same shall not exceed S150,000 per annum, and that suffi 
cient security be reqaired for the fathfal fulfillment of the 
stipulations of the contract: Provided, further, That the 
Secretary of the Navy shall be authorized (in view of an 
early commencement of the service herchy contemplated) 
to accept for a period not to exeved two years, from July 
TR49, the service of two suitable steamships, to be received 
afier being inspected by 4 proper officer designated by the 
Navy Department for that purpose, 

Mr. DOWNS moved that the joint resolution 
be referred to the Committee on the Post Office and 
Post Roads, presuming that this was the appro- 
yiate committee 

Mr. YULEE suggested that its more appropri- 
ate reference would be to ®e Committee on Naval 
Affairs. The subject of the employment of steam- 
ers in the transportation of mails was now before 
that committee. If the subject was nowegent to 
another . it might lead to a confusion of 
policy. All the bills of this character proposed to 
pues these mail steamers under the charge of the 
Secretary of the Navy. He would therefore move 
the reference of the joint resolution to the Com- 
mittee on Naval Affairs; which 
ugreed to. 

Mr. CAMERON, pursuant to notice, asked and 
obtained leave to introduce a joint resolution for 
the relief of the heirs of George Simpson; which 
was read a first and second time, and referred to 
the Committee on the Judiciary. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD gave notice that he’ would 
to-morrow, or on some subsequent day, ask leave 
to introduce a bill for the relief of Theodore Offutt. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, gave notice that he 
would to-morrow, or on some subsequent day, 
ask for leave to introduce a bill to grant a right of | 
» 


eonmniittes 


motion was 
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way and a donation of lands to the State of Mis- 
sissippi for certain purposes, 

Mr. WESTCOTT moved that he might be 
excused from serving on the Committee on Claims; 
and he was accordingly excused, and Mr. Fitrz- 
PATRICK Was appointed in his room. 

On motion of Mr. DOUGLAS, the bill for the 
establisliment of a territorial government in Min- 
esota, and the bill for the establishment of’ a terri- 

torial government in Nebraska, were recommitted 
to the Committee on Territories. 

The following 
Foorr, 


resolution, offered 
was taken up: 

Resolve’, That the resolution of the Senate, authorizing 
the Vice President to appoint the superintendent of the 
anteroom, be, and the same is hereby, rescinded; and that 
the superintendent now in charge be continued, at his pres- 
ent compensation, under the authority of the Sergeant-at- 
arms. 

Mr, FOOTE, in explanation of the resolution, 
stated that 1t had been introduced last session by 
the Senator from North Carolina, [Mr. Bapcer,} 
and was then objected to, because there existed 


by Mr. 


some difficulties between the Sergeant-at-arms and | 


the young gentleman who had charge of the ante- 
room. Since that time, these differences had been 
obviated, and the parties were reconciled. 


Mr. HALE said he had received applications | 


similar in their character from other individuals, 


in which he had declined interference, not consid- |} 
ering them as proper subjects to oceupy the time | 
of the Senate. He moved to lay the resolution on | 
but the motion wes negatived, and the || 


the table; 


resolution was avreed to. 


Mr. NILES submitted the following resolution, | 


which lies over for consideration : 


Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury inform the 
Senate what construction has been given to the revenne act 
of 1246, in respect to duties accruing and collected on im- 
portations on whieh a bounty ts paid on their exportation by 


any foreign country; and particularly, whether the amount | 


of such bounty has been dedneted from the invoice or valu- 
ation of such imports at the place.from whence imported. 


On motion of Mr. NILES, the bill (of last ses- 
sion) to reduce the rates of postage, was taken from 
the table, 
the Post Office ahd Post Roads. 

PUBLIC LANDS. 

On motion of Mr. BREESE, the bill to reduce 
and graduate the price of public lands, and for 
other purposes, was taken up, and postponed until 
the second Monday in January, and made the 
special order for that day. 

CANADA GOODS. 

On motion of Mr. DIX, the bill to admit cer- 
tain articles of the growth or production of Cana- 
da into the United States free of duty, upon the 
condition that like articles of the growth or pro- 
duction of the United States, are admitted into 
Canada free of duty, was taken up, and postponed 
until the 4th day of January next, and made the 
special order for that day. 

The adverse report of the Committee on Claims 
on the petition of Arnold Naudain was considered 
and concurred in. 


The adverse report of the Committee on Revo- | 


lutionary Claims, on the petition of Gustavus E. 
Hamer, was taken up, and, on motion of Mr. 
JOHNSON of Louisiana, was laid over for the 
present. 

REPORT FROM COMMITTEE. 


» Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Commerce, | 


reported a bill to authorize the Secretary of the 


Treasury to issue a new register or enrolment to | 


the vessel Anne Lift. 

he bill was then read a first and second time, 
and, on motion of Mr. DIX, was subsequently 
read a third time, and passed. . 


RESOLUTIONS OF THANKS. 


The resolution giving the tianks of Congress-to 


srigadier General Price (from last session) was 
taken up for consideration as in Committee of ¢he 
Whole, and reported to the Senate, without amend- 
ment. 

Mr. HALE asked if the present of a sword, 
which was embraced in this joint resolution, was 
the usual accompaniment ofa vote of thanks, If 
not, he saw no reason for its insertion ingthis re- 
solution. 

Mr. ATCHISON said, that a resolution had been 
reported last session giving the thanks of Congress 
and swords to Brigadier General Price and Colonel 
Doniphan. But he knew nothing of the origin or 


and recommitted to the Committee on | 





existence of this joint re8olution. Perhaps the 
_ Senator from Mississippi could give some inform. 
ation. 

Mr. DAVIS, of Mississippi, said he knew Noth. 
| ing of this joint resolution. - 

Mr. BADGER asked if it was usual to fix th. 
| price of the sword. He perceived that 500 dollars 
was named in the joint resolution, 

Mr. YULEE suggested that it would be ag well 
| to refer the joint resolution to the Committee op 
+ Military Affairs. io. 
| Onmotion of Mr. BADGER, the jgint resoly. 
| tion was then recommitted to the CAmittes on 
| Military Affairs. 
| The joint resolution giving the thanks of Cop. 
| gress to Colonel Doniphan (from last session) 
| was then taken up for consideration as in Com. 
| mittee of the Whole. 

Mr. ATHERTON asked the Senator from Mis. 
| Souri if he did not understand him as saying that 
| the subject of this resolution was embraced in the 
joint resolution of last session to which he had 
referred ? 
| Mr, ATCHISON replying in the affirmative 
| Mr. ATHERTON moved to recommit the joint 
| resolution to the Committee on Military Affairs, 

Mr. HALE said he hoped the committee would 
report all these matters back in a single batch, ang 
| not bring them before the Senate piecemeal. 


|| The motion was then agreed to, and the joint 
resolution was recommitted to the Committee on 
Military Affairs. 

| LANDS TO ALABAMA AND FLORIDA. 

| The bill to grant the right of way and a donation 
| of public lands tothe States of Alabama and Florida, 
| for making a railroad from Montgomery, in the 
| State of Alabama, to Pensacola, in Florida, and 
from thence to the waters of the Tensaw river, on 
| Mobile Bay, in the State of Alabama, was then 
| taken up for consideration as in Committee of the 
| Whole. 

| On motion of Mr. KING, the bill was laid on 
| the table for the present, to allow time for further 
|; examination. 

| The bill concerning pilots (from last session) 
| 





being taken up on its second reading— 
On motion of Mr. DEX, no objection being 
made, the bill was passed over informally. 


SPECIAL ORDER. 

The VICE PRESIDENT then called up the 
|| special order, being the bill to grant compensation 
‘| in aid of the construction of a railroad across the 
| Isthmus of Panama. 
Mr. WESTCOTT remarked, that as the Sena- 
|| tor from Missouri, [Mr. Benton,} who had charge 
of this bill was not now in his seat, he would ask 
the Senate that the bill be informally passed over. 

No objection being made, the bill was passed 
over informally. 


THE EVERGLADES OF FLORIDA. 


Mr. WESTCOTT moved that the Senate pro- 
ceed to the consideration of the bill to authorize 
the draining of the Everglades, in the State of 
Florida, and to grant the same to said State for 
that purpose; which had been made the special 
order for this day. 

The motion being agreed to, the Senate proceed- 
ed to the consideration of said bill; which was 
read. 

Mr. WESTCOTT. My reason for asking the 
early action of the Senate upon this bill is, that, if 
it passes Congress, it requires, before it can have 
‘| any efficacy, that the stipulations in it connected 
‘| with the grant of lands -it makes to the State of 
| Florida must be accepted by express law passed 
|| by the State Legislature. The sessions of the 
|| State Legislature are only biennial. It is now In 
session, but will probably adjourn in January, and 
| will not again convene till November, 1850. 
| Twill not detain the Senate by a detail of the 





reasons which should induceCongress to make 
this grant for the objects and with the conditions 
prescribed in the bill. They are fully and lucidly 
set forth in the report of the Committee on the 
Pablic Lands, in the report of the Secretary of the 
Treasury, and in the report of the Commissioner of 
|| Public Lands, and the documents accompanying 
|| those reports; all of which I have caused to be 
|| laid on the desks of Senators this morning. 
|| those reports recommend the cession or grant, an 


in the form and manner prescribed in this bill. 
The interests of the United States are guarded and 

















la 
nd 


yn 


he 
yn 
he 


re 
sk 
ed 


ze 
of 
or 
al 


od 


1848. 
soted fully by the conditions so prescribed. 
suggested by those whose duty It is to 
gee to the protection of those interests, anc : fully 
acquiesce In the propriety of ever y, er ot t — 

| presume there is no Senator who has rea the 
| euments I have referred to who 18 not fully sat- 
is d that the entire territory proposed to be grant 
ed to the State is now utterly valueless lo the 
United States. Why, sir, your surveyor general 
has reported officially that in its present situation, 
and without! eing drained, as it is the object ot 
this bill to effect, its not only so worthless that it 
would not pay the cost of survey, but, in fact, that 
avery large portion of it cannot be surveyed at all 
tii] itis so drained. 
There is a map of the lands, prepared at the 
Land Office, on the Secretary's tabie, lo which I 
would request Senators to look. Nearly the whole 
region is a vast lake of fresh water—a prairie cov- 
ered with water during all seasons, from three to 
six feet deep. This water 1s citetly supplied from 
Lake Okecliobee, which is at the northern end ot 
the grant proposed to be made. It is proposed to 
cut large and deep canals trom this lake to the 
waters of the Gulf on the west side and wie waters 
of the Adantic on the east side, and aiso to cut 
smaller canals or drains through tie rim of soft 
limestone rock by which the Everglades are sep- 
arated from the Gulf and the Florida straits and 
che Atlantic Ocean. In addition to these canals, 
there must be local improvements made by the 
purchasers of the drained lands, or rather by asso- 
ciations of such purchasers, or by the State, with 
the sole view of enhancing the value of the lands 
for agricultural purposes. In this respect the un- 
dertaking is like that of leveeing the banks of the 
Mississippi river. These are improvements which 
it is out of the question to suppose can be done by 
the Federal Government, and especially by your 
enzineer officers. If attempted to be so made, mil- 
lions may be squandered to no good end. ‘hey 
should be made by practical men acquainted with 
the country, interested in it, and in its agricultural 
prosperity, and it is best that it should be under 
the control of the State. Ido not suppose that 
the State will undertake the work itself, but L sup- 
pose it can readily make arrangements on highly 
favorable terms, with individuals or associations, 
to undertake it under conditions, securing against 
speculation on the one hand, and with guarantees 
against failure to accompli8h wivat may be done, 
on the other hand. ° 

The lands should be conditionally disposed of 
as the work progresses, and the conditions in each 
case should be such as the circumstances—its 
location and character—call for to secure the keep- 
ing up of the improvements hereafier. 
there are those whe conscientioysly believe Con- 


prot 
They were 


isfie 


gress has no constitutional pgwer to undertake | 


such works, even onthe public lands, and I frankly 
concede such are my convictions. The idea of 
the United States undertaking this work has never 
been entertained by me. Pass a law, and what 
will be the result? Thousands of dollars will be 
squandered in reconnoissances, and surveys, and 
reports, and maps, and plans, and estimates, and 
ciphering of all kinds, which will take some four 
or five years, and then, if the work is commenced, 
enough probably to effect its completion will be 
expended in traveling expenses and contingencies, 
and in getting ready to do it, and then there must 
be steamboats and other expensive apparatus pro- 
vided; and though jt may be done in a very scien- 
tific style, some ten or fifteen years hence, it will 
cost more than it will be worth when it is done. I 
hope even if this bill fails, the Federal Government 
will not undertake to do this work. 

Senators are requested to notice two facts set 
forth in the documents appended to the report of 
the committee: 

1. That if the work is successfully effected, 
some hundreds of thousands of acres of the most 
valuable sugar lands in the country, now annually 
overflown by the Kissimme river, will be reclaimed 
for cultivation. All of these lands lie outside of 
the proposed grant, and north of it, and the entire 
benefit of their being reclaimed will inure to the 
United States. 1 refer to General Jesup’s letter, 


on page 43, and to the committee’s report, page 2, 
on this point. 


2. That while about one million of acres of | 


lands in the grant have been surveyed several 


years since, only 360 acres have yet been sold. | 


hese lands are poor pine barrens, except in lim- 


Jesides, | 


| Swamps .... 


ited quantities, and their location, contiguous to 
the evergiades, until the latter are improved, for- 
bids the idea of their ever being settied upon or 
sold. ‘They will be enhanced in value so soon as 
the improvéments are made. The umber on them 
will render most of them then worth perhaps the 
minimum price of public lands. In this bil 
hatf, in allernate sections, is reserved to th 
States of these lands. 

The Senate will notice that the 


» one- 
United 


bill prescribes 
the objects of the grant, and imposes on the State, 
if it accepts the grant, the obligation to effect them 
as faras practicable. It does not require of the 
State to do more than to devote the entire proceeds 
and avails of the grant to the work; but the con- 
ditions imposed secure such apprepriation of those 
proceeds. ‘Those conditions are— 

1. That the Sate shall appoint a competent en- 
gineer and commence the work, which is specifi- 
cally described, before Ist January, 1851, and 
finish it within ten years; and that, ** if practica- 
ble, a communication for vessels shall be made 
by the proposed canals between the Gulf and At- 
lantic waters.”’ 

2.That the State shall not alien, transfer, pledge, 
or morigage, or otherwise dispose of any of the 
lands, except to effect the * full and faithful fulfill- 
ment of the first condition, and the entire avails 
and proceeds shall be exclusively and sacredly ap- 
propriated to the completion of the work.” 

3. Until the works are completed, no sale of any 
of the lands shail be made for less than one dollar 
and a quarter per acre. 

4. Until the President shall authorize it, in 
writing, no entry or encroachinent shall be made 
on the lands on which the Seminole Indians reside 
within said grant. : 

5. The sixteenth section, or school section, in 
each township may be located by the Legislature 
on another section, so as to secure In euch town- 
ship a valuable section for school purposes. 

6. One-half of the surveyed lands in grant re- 
served by United States. State to have the right 
of way. Prestdent to reserve within two years 
lands tor lighthouses, forts, arsenals, docks, navy- 
yards, or other public works, &c. Grant not to 
affect Spanish grants now or hereafter confirmed, 


or lands bought of the United States at public sale 


or private entry, or donation or preémpuion right 
or rights under armed cecupation acts. 

7. After work is finished, residue of avails of 
lands to be invested as a permanent perpetual fund, 
the interest of which is to be expended tor purposes 
of education in the te rritory granted.. 

8. No tolis or charges for United States vessels 
or property of any kind, or mails, or troops, &c., 
through canals. All tolls to be fixed by State 
Legislatures, and applied to keeping said works 
in repair. 

9. The surveys of the lands are to conform to 
those of the United States as far as practicable. 

Bat i will not go further into this subject. My 
object is not to press this bill to-day. 1 desire to 
attract the notice of Senators to the subject, in 
order, when it is again called up, they may be 
prepared to vote upon it. If any objections are 
entertained, [ hope Senators will now express 
them. I desire to furnish any explanations that 
may be asked for. 

Mr. NILES. 
Senator as to the extent of the area conveyed by 
this grant—whether under water or not? 

Mr. WESTCOTYT. It is fully set forth in the 
Commissioner’s report, page 6, which I willadvert 
to. Within the grant, there is now always covered 
with water, and which estimate includes rivers, 
lagoons, sounds, the large lake Okechobee, from 


| thirty-five to forty miles in diameter, and other 


lakes south of the northern line of the grant, and 
Which it is not proposed to drain or reclaim, and 
which cannot be reclaimed, and including also 
the everglades at Atseenahooffa and Halpatiokee 
Ch eceserecsons codeeccesss .-.. acres 4,300,000 

Tuere is occasionally covered with water low lands 
that it is not,expected will ever be of great value 1,000,000 

There has been surveyed 590,682 into sections, and 

403,318 into towhships, mostly worthless pine 


en se, Ee TE TET ee ETT TOTS 1,000,000 
There is yet unsurveyed worthless sand barrens, 
reported as not worth surveying, about........ 1 500,000 


Whole area of land and water in grant.......... 7,200,000 


Of the first item of 4,300,000, which include the 


/everglades and Atseenahooffa and Halpatiokee 


| swamps, all the lands that it is estimated can be 


‘| reclaimed do not exceed one million of acres. The 


I would inquire of the honorable ' 
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residue will yet remain inundated, and whether 
those reclaimed or not will turn out to be as valu- 
able as is anticipated by some, is quite doubtful 

Mr. KING observed that he would call the 
attention of the Senator from Florida to the phrase- 
ology of the fifth condition, which, if not corrected, 
might bear the construction that the thirty six 
sections there described were in leu of all the six 
teen sections in the State. 

Mr. WESTCOTT. = 1 thank the Senator for 
directing my attention to the error he pointed out, 
and wiich 1 presume was a typographical error, 
and which will be corrected. 

Mr. YULEKL. I understand from my colleague 
[Mr. Wesreorr] that it is his intention to defer 
final action on this bill, and that he desives to hear 
stated all objections to its passage which Senators 
may entertain. Not having been consulted ii rela- 
tion to this bill, | had not given it any attention ul 
a few days since, when, for the first time, J was 
requested toexamine it. On examination, [found 
the bill very objectionable to my mind, so much 
so that L have some doubt whether t shall give it 
my vote, 

My colleague has given considerable time and 
labor to the subject, and, for one, | tiank him for 
having devoted his talents and labors to its inves- 
ugation. 4 think it would be very desirable that 
the lands specified in this bill should be improved, 
that they may be setthed and brought under culti 
vation, because it would add very greatly to the 
elements of wealth and to the resources of the 
whole country. [It would give us several mnillious 
of acres of available and tertile lands in a strictly 
tropical climate, such as we have not now in any 
portion of the Union. [ would be in favor, sir, 
and would support with great readiness any meas- 
ure which shall propose to relinquish to the State 
of Florida either this land—if Congress should 
prefer to confine its action to this land—or all lands 
which are now overilowna, and which cannot be 
reduced to agricultural purposes without the ex- 
pense of canalling and draining. I think all lands 
which require draining should be ceded to the 
States within the limits of which they happen to 
be located. A measure of this sort has beep long 
urged upon the attention of Congress, and, | think, 
has been brought forward on one or two oceasions 
heretofore, and, if | am not mistaken, has passed 
the Senate. A similar measure was proposed in 
relation to the wet lands in the State of Arkansaa, 
and I believe received the general assent of Con- 
gress, 

If my colleague would.reduce his bill to a single 
sectlon—the first—making an unconditional cession 
to the State of Fiorida of these unreclaimed lands, 
A would vote very readily for it. But my objec- 
tion to his bill in its present shape is, that it is 
clogged with conditions which it would be mmpolt 
tic on the part of Congress to preseribe, and which 


| it would be inexpedient on the part of the State to 


accept. In fact, the conditions would make the 
grantutterly vaiueless. | think the simple course 
would be, by a single section to cede to the State 
of Fiorida these lands, leaving her to adopt such 
rules and regulations in regard to thetr reclamation 
as she may deem the most consistent with her 
own interests, trusting to her own activity and en- 
ergy, necessarily stimulated by the advantages and 
profits which she will derive from them. 
it is probable, sir, that the conditions contained 
in this bill may have been imposed by the com- 
mittee which reported it, but they seem to me to 
be altogether impolitic. , 
1 have no hesitation in saying that the uncondi- 
tional grant of these lands to the State of Florida 
would be altogether profitable on the part of the 
Federal Government, and in every respect politic. 
These lands are now, and must continue to be, 
utterly unavailable and valueless. Not only val- 
ucless as a source of profit to the Unired States, 
and for purposes of settlement and agriculture, but 
they leave the military defences of the country In 
a very unsatisfactory and precarious condition, 
These lands comprise a very essential and jmportant 
part of the possessions of the country. Perhang 
there is not a more important point on the whole 
continent than the peninsula of Florida; but its use 
for military purfioses is entirely obstructed by the 
| circumstance that nearly all the lands intervening 
between the line of coast on either side of the Gulf 
of Mexico and the Atlantic are always covered 
with water, and are not traversable even by boate, 
| not being covered with water to a sufficient depth 
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to enable boats to pass with much facility or any 
degree of certainty from one side of the peninsula 
to the other. y, these lands are per- 
fectly useless. ‘They mmy possibly be reduced to 
use; and, if they can be reclaimed, the military 
defences of the co muy will be greatly strength: 
ened and its wealth creatly increased by the pop- 
ulation, which will, by this means, $n all proba- 
bility, be added the pe ninsula. This measure 
will add not only to the strength, and dignity, and 
wealth of the State within the boundaries of which 
these lands lie, but to the strength, and dignity, 
and wealth of reneral Union, of which that 
State is a member. 

that when this bill is brought for- 


Consequently 


the 


I trust, sir, 


‘ a : 
ward again, it will be reduced to a single Clause of 


cession, unrestricted by conditions, and especially 
by those which now clog this grant; for these con- 
ditions, | think, will oblige me to withhold my 
support from the bill, because i 
that it would be altogether inexpedient on the part 
of the State to accept the grant clogged by these 
conditions. 


is my Opinion 


' 


i will not now spec ify the several | omits of ob- 
yecuion which I] make to the clauses of this bill. 
They are all objectionable, and especially that one 
which restricts the price at which these lands may 
be sold to the minimum price of $1] 25 per acre, 
and attempts to direct the manner and limit the 
I think all these re: 
wise, and that they will render the grant perlectly 
valueless. 

Mr. WESTCOTT. I! 
surprised at the course of my 
bill, and especially-at the extraordinary objections 
he urges to it. Ido not hesitate to say, that | pre- 
fer the stipulations and conditions presente din this 
have 


time of sale. trictions are un- 


confess Lam somewhat 


my colleague as to this 


bill to an unconditional grant to the State. 
once before declared on this floor, that, anXtous as 
lam for the United States to get rid of the public 
Jands, and disposed to grant it in all cases to set- 
tlers without price, [do not regard it as wise, With 
reference either to the United States or to a State, 
to make, in any case, an unconditional grant to a 
State. Such grant generally creates in a State a 
fund for speculators and jobbers, pecuniary and 
political, to plunder from. They will seek to di- 
vert and pervert it to selfish purposes, and very 
likely succeed; and the State, or citizens generally, 
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I wish he had done otherwise, as I think I could 
readily have removed any objecuons he could have 
made to them. As to his objection to the third 
condition, which provides that no sale shall be 
made of any of the lands under one dollar and a 
quarter per acre Ull the work is completed, it isa 
vood restricuon. After the work is finished, the 
sales cun be for fifty or twenty-five cents, if deemed 
proper. But, before such completion, it is neces- 
sary to prevent jobbers and speculators from ob- 
taining the lands ubder a fair price by any of the 
many pretences always readily preferred. Such 
sum is a fair price in that region for even the 
poorest kif of land, if it is at ail fit for cultiva- 
uon, On account of lumber on if. If the land ts 
worth anything, it is worth that sum, While the 
United States own lands contiguous to these, it 
should not, m reference to its own Interests, allow, 
unt it decreases its minima price, the sale of 
lands it grants below such price. ‘he effect will 
be to secure the lands trom veing sacrificed before 
the work 1s Without this restriction the 
price may be fixed by contractors and others in- 
fluenced by interested motives to have it below the 
value of the land. Besides, when it is found that 
this restriction operates injuriously, it will be time 
enough to have it stricken out, 

‘This bill binds the Siate, as | have said, to hon- 
estly and faithfully appropriating all the fands raised 
out of these lands to this improvement, and when 
itis done the residue is to be converted as an edu- 
cation fund for the benetit of those who purchase 
the land I have no idea of permiutung the State 
lo apply any money that may be made by this 
work, to its public works or linprovements else- 
where In the State, or to pay it Into its ireasury 
cenerally. it would be unjust to make South 
biorida pay for the public works of the other sec- 
tions in Uiis way. here are diilerent projects in 
different sections of every State for canals and rail- 
roads, and so forth, and { dare say those inierested 
would like to have capital furnished by such mode. 
i can imagine in my own State that there are those 
who would like the everglades or any other lands 
given to construct some work they feel interested 
in outside of this grant. Weare all too apt to be 
selfish in such matters. Florida had a large dona- 


done. 


, : - ' 
tion given her for internal improvements when ad- 


mitted as a State, and my judgment is, that at will 


| once from the treasury rather than try to atiajy 


| to enable me to do so, as I understand the Sep 





Dec. 2), 


‘view. This is what I seek to accomplish. [p | 


desired a stipend for my State, lewould ask j; q, 
indirectly though these lands. I hope my colleac,, 
will state his objections hereafter more fully } 
particularly, when L will endeavor to answer ihe, 
Unless some Senator desires to say somethiy ¢ 
will now ask that this bill may be passed over jy, 
formally ull to-morrow, that Senators may read 
the documents. ; 

Mr. FITZPATRICK. Being anew member, my 
attention has not been directed to thebill reporte; 
at the last session, and I have only seen the repor, 
and documents this morning. I should prefer jy 
have time to examine the documents, and hope 
that the bill will be passed over for a day or ty, 


> alor 
from Florida [Mr. Wesreorr] advocating jt jg 
wHlin® that such a course should be taken. 

Mr. YULEE. I desire to say that it was nor 


| my purpose to throw any impediment in the way 


of unis bill; on the contrary, | shall be rather dis. 
posed to facilitate its progress. My purpose js 


| simply to state the views which I entertain in rela. 


tion to the subject, and the policy that will govern 


| my course in regard to all applications of this kind, 


I do not feel disposed to act in regard to my own * 
State in a manner in which [ would not act in ye. 
gard to all others. I shall be governed by genera! 
rules which I have preseribed for myself, and from 
them I shall not depart. ° 
The bill was then passed by informally. 
COLLECTION DISTRICT IN NEW YORK. 
Mr. DIX asked the Senate to take up the bill to 
establish a collection district in the State of New 


| York, which came from the House last session, 


The motion was agreed to, and the bill was 
taken up for consideration as in Committee of the 
Whole, and reported as amended in committee. 

Mr. UPHAM said his colleague had some ob- 


jection to make; but as he was absent, he moved 


to postpone the further consideration of the bil} 
until to-morrow. 
‘The motion was agreed to. 


The Senate then proceeded to consider the bill 
for the relief of E. J. Fontaine; which was taken up 
as in Committee of the Whole. 

{This was a claim for services rendered in the 











do not derive mach benefit from it. The only | beso managed, and the eifect of the selfish struggles || building of a light-house at Key West. ‘The pe- 
preventive is, restrictions and conditions in the |, to get hold of the proceeds of these lands will be, || titioner executed more work than was required by 
i grant; and these often fail. Ll hope every grant to thatit will never do the State much good. Fence, in || the contract; and the collector being removed, the , 


my State hereafter -made will specify the objects, 
and contain stipulations securing their being ef- 
fected, and to prevent the funds beimg yp rverted,. 
Sir, my object by this bill is not to ask a favor, 
a boon for my State. [am not begging for alms 


this bill | have carefully supulated that every cent 
raised from these lands shall be expended for the 
citizens Who purchase and reside on them. 1 re- 
peat, sir, L would vete against an unconditional 
grant of these or any other lands to any State, even 


| extra work was not allowed. Subsequently, the 
executive officers became satisfied of the justice of 
the claim, and recommended its payment. The 
committee, however, only reported a compensation 
of $1,000, the sum named in the bill.] 


in her bebalf from Congress. IL am not seeking 


to fill the coffers of her treasury by the sale of 


these lands. I declare to you, sir, | should regard 
as a curse upon the State any measure of the kind. 
The primary, the great object I wish to attain, is 
he reclaiming of these now worthless inundated 
lands in South Fiorida, to make them cultiva- 
ble, make them susceptible of producing sugar, 
and what no other part of the Union can pro- 
duce, tropical plants; cause them to be filled with 
an industrious agricultural population, and thus, 
while they will add to the wealth and prosperity 
of my State, the independence of other sections 
of foreign countries as to those products will be 
increased, and the security of an important fron- 
tier naval and military position strengthened. I 
seek nothing that will not as much benefit other 
portions of the United States as it will my 
own State. If these lands are reclaimed, and 
should be worth millions upon millions, not a dol- 
lar goes into the State treasury of Mlorida; all 
belongs to the citizens on the lands, and are to be 
devoted to educational purposes there and nowhere 
else. [ repeat, my colleague seems to mistake the 
great object of this bill. It is to secure the reclaim- 
ing of the lands, and nothing more. I do not seek 
the grant to the State to make a pecuniary specu- 
lation out of the work. The conditions are in- 
serted to prevent any possible effort to divert or 
pervert any portion of the proceeds of the lands 
to any object or purpose but that of reclaiming the 
lands, and inducing their speedy settlement. It is 
not to furnish an internal improvement fund for 
any other section of the State. 

i regret that my colleague did not particularize 
but one of the conditions that he objected to, but 


my own; butall know such bill would stand no 
chance of favorable success here. No such biil 
can pass Congress. A grant without conditions, 
or Hot stating its object, or for internal improve- 
ments generally, would be the creation, as | said 
on a former occasion, of a corruption fund in the 
State. Surely my colleague must be aware of the 
fate of all pastapplicauions to Congress with respect 
to lands situated in some respects as these ever- 
glades are. ‘he Senator from Mussouri, [Mr. 
Benron,} not in his seat to-day, for twenty-five 


| years has sought to get such a law passed with 


respect to worthless sunken lands in Missouri; the 
Senator from Arkansas [Mr. Borvanp] tried a 
bill of the same kind last session; the Senator from 


| South Carolina [Mr. Catnoun] advocated such 


measure in his celebrated Memphis report; the 
present Secretary of the Treasury, |Mr. Wa ker, } 
while in the Senate, sought for successive years to 
get such a law; the delegation from Louisiana, for 
several sessions, have been asking for such law; 
and it cannot be got through both Houses. The 
ditliculty of details being made, ina general law, 
to suit all the cases is insuperable. Unless such 
law secures the action of the State to effect the re- 
claiming of the lands, itis useless, perfectly useless, 
I had as lief the United States owned these worth- 
less landsas anybody else, if they are to remain 
worthless. The object of every cession should be 
to secure the reclaiming of the lands. It is not 
alone for the benefit of Florida that they should be 
reclaimed. ‘The Union are deeply interested in 
the navigation through the canal across the penin- 
sula the bill secures; in the productions the re- 
claimed region,and none other in the United States, 
can rear; and in the increase of strength to a frontier 





The bill was reported without amendment; and 
was then read a third time and passed. 


On motion of Mr. CAMERON, the Senate took 
up for consideration the bill for the relief of E. K. 
Mellan, which was considered as in Committee of 
the Whole, and was ordered to a third reading. 
The bill was then passed. 

On motion of Mr. BUTLER, the Senate pro- 


| ceeded to the consideration of Executive business; 
' - . ° 
| and, after some time spent therein, the doors were 


reopened, and 
The Senate adjourned. 


HOUSE OF REPRESENTATIVES. 
Wepnespay, December 20, 1848. 
Another member appeared and took his seat, 
viz: from the State of South Carolina, Mr. Ricr- 
arp FE’, Simpson. 
PETITIONS. 


Petitions and memorials (the States being called 
for the purpose) were presented by Messrs. Joun- 
son of Arkansas, Smurn of Illinois, Evans of Ohio, 
and Greeory. 

On motion of Mr. [VERSON, the petition of 
Isaac Beall, for the claim for the revolutionary ser- 
vices of his father, Thomas Beall, and accompa- 
nying papers, were referred to the Committee on 
Revolutionary Claims. 


On motion of Mr. GREEN, the petition and 
papers relating to the claim of Reuben Gentry and 
others, now on the files of the House, were referred 
to the Committee on Indian Affairs. 


On motion of Mr. McCLERNAND, the memo- 


position important in a naval and military point of | rial of Hannah Munday and Jane Hammer, heirs, 


contented himself with denouncing them generally. 
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¢c., of Leah Mundgg, deceased, was referred to 

Wess : . . 

the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. 

t : sate cas 
On motion of Mr. SMITH, of Hlinois, the pa- 

pers in the case of Captain William P. Lamothe, 

nraying compensation for carrying the mail be- 
tween the cities of St. Louis and Alton, and also 
the papers in the ease of Mark Dickson, for arrears 
f nay for carrying the United States mail, were 

0 ‘ os ° - 
aken from the files of the House and referred to 

a fice and Post Roads 

the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

On motion of Mr. SMITH, of Illinois, the pa- 
vers in the case of Thomas Allen, of St. Louis, 
Missouri, were taken from the files of the House, 
and referred to the Committee on Claims. Also, 
the papers in the case of Charles F. Jackson, late 
jeputy inspector of the city of Philadelphia, be 
raken from the files of the Hlouse, and referred to 
the Committee on Claims. 

BILLS INTRODUCED. 

By Mr. WENTWORTH, in pursuance of pre- 
vious notice: A bill for the relief of Martin O. 
Walker; which was read twice, and referred to 
the Committee on the Post Office and Post Roads. 

By Mr. FRENCH: A bill for the relief of Joseph 
Decret. Referred to the Committee on Military 
Affairs. 

REPORTS OF COMMITTEES. 

Mr. VINTON, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported the following bill, which was 
read twice, and committed to the Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union, and ordered to 
be printed, and made the special order for Wed- 
nesday neXt: 

A BILL to provide for carrying into execution, in part, the 
twelfth article of the treaty with Mexico, concluded at 
Gaudalupe Hidalgo. 

Be it enacted by the Senate and House of Representatives of 
the United States of America in Congress assembled, That the 
following sums Of inoney be, and the same are hereby, ap- 
propriated out of any money in the treasury not otherwise 
appropriated, for the purpose of carrying into execution, in 
part, the twelfth article of the treaty between the United 
States and Mexico, made and concluded at Guadalupe 
Hidalgo, on the 2d of February, A. D. 184s. 

Por payment of the instalment and interest which will fall 
due under said article on the 30th day of May, A. D. 1849, 
the sum of three millions seven hundred and twenty thou- 
sand dollars, (33,720,00.).) 

For payment of the instalment and interest which will 
fall due under said article on the 36th day of May, A. D. 
in50, the sum of three millions five hundred and forty 
thousand dollara, ($3,540,000.) 


Mr. HUBBARD, from the Committee of Ways 
and Means, reported the following resolution, 
phich was read and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Committee on Foreign Affairs be in- 
structed to inquire whether any alteration is necessary in 
our consular system in the Chinese and Turkish empires; 
and also, Whether any of our consuls, or the houses with 
which they are connected, have been or are engaged in any 
trade in violation of the laws of either of said empires; 
with power to send for persons and papers, aud report by 
bill or otherwise. 


TERRITORIAL GOVERNMENT. 


Mr. SMITH, of Indiana, from the Committee 
on the Territories, reported a bill to establish the 
‘Territorial Government of Upper California, which 
was read and committed. 

(The following is a synopsis of the bill: 

‘The first section of this bill provides for the organization 
of “the Territory of Upper California.” That nothing tn 
this act shall impair the rights of the Indians of the country, 
or of the’General Government, to make any regulations 
respecting such Indians, Also, that this act shail not be 
construed to prohibit the Government from dividing said ter- 
ritory in such manner and when Congress may choose. 

The second section provides for the appointment of a 
Governor in Ure usual way, and for four years; gives him 
the usual duties to perform, with the duties and emoluments 
as Superintendent of Indian Affairs. 

Section three provides for a Territorial Secretary, to hold 
his office for five years, unless sooner removed, and devolves 
the usual duties upon him. 

Section four provides for a Territorial Legislature, a Coun- 
cil, and House of Representatives. The former to consist 
of nine members, to serve three years, &e.; the latter at first 
of eighteen members, but not to be increased beyond forty. 
This section also provides the manner in which the Legis- 
lature shall he elected, and how long it shall sit at asession. 

Section five designates who shall be voters in The Terri- 
tory. All free male citizens of the United States over twenty- 
one years of age, except Indians and Africans, or the de- 
scendants of the latter, who shall have been inhabitants of 
the Territory when organized, and eligible to election; pre- 
vents soldiers, sailors, and marines of the United States 
from voting, &e. ‘ 

Section six defines the powers of the Legislature to be 
those usually granted in such cases. 

Section.seven provides how county, township, and other 
ininor officers of the Territory shall be glected. 

Section eight precludes members of the Legislature (ex- 
cept the first) froth holding offices created, &c., during the 
term for which they may have been elected. 


Section nine provides a Judiciary for the Territory, defines , 


its duties, and limits the authority of its several branches. 
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Section ten provides a Distriet Attorney for the Territory. 

eection cleven provides in what manner certain of the 
terntorial oficers shail qualify, and what shall be their com- 
pensation 

Sec. 12. .dnd be it further enacted, ‘That the inhabitants of 
said ‘Territory shall be entitled to eajo nd cigular the 
rights, privileges, aud advantages granied and secured to the 
people of the territory of the United States northwest of the 
river Ohto by the articles of compact contained in the ordi 
nance for the government of said t 








riitery on the iJua day of 
July, 1757, and shall be subject to all the conditions, restric 
bons, and profubitions ia satd articles of compact imposed 
upou the people ot said territory. 

Section thirteen provides for the selection of a sent of 
covermment, and the erection of suitable busidings for the 
government purposes, tor the meeung of the first session of 
the Legislature. 

Section fourteen provides fur the election of 
representative in Congress 


t territorial 
; how he shall be chosen, &e 
Section fiiteen provides for the temporary selection of 
certain judi fal oflicers, before ti judiciary of the Territory, 
&c., can be permanently organized. 

Section sixteen provides that the officers of the Territory 
In Whose hands the public money may come, shali give 
proper security. 

Section seventeen establishes the Territory in one cote: 
ton district, the district of Upper California, and provides 
tor the re quisite custom house officers. . 

Section cighteen designates the salaries or compensation 
of said custom-house office: 
laws of the United States 


. &c., and extends the revenue 
over ihe ‘Territory. } 

Mr. ROCKWELL, of Connecticut, from the 
Committee on Claims, reported a bill for the relief 
of John Poe; which was read twice, and committed 
to the Committee of the Whole. 

On motion of Mr. McLANKE, leave was granted 
to withdraw the petition and accompanying papers 
of Richard Patterson, 

CALLS ON THE DEPARTMENTS. 

The SPEAKER announced the next business 
in order to be the consideration of the resolutions 
heretofore offered, calling on the Executive depart- 


, ments for information, then lying on the table un- 


der the rule— 

When the following resolution, offered by Mr. 
W urs on the 1ith instant, was read and ugreed 
to by the House: 

Resolved, 'That the Secretary of War cause an estimat: 
of the value of the public property, ticluding the soil, on 
Governor’s Island, in the harbor of New York, to be mad 
aud report the same tothis House at the earliest practicable 
period, with a view of ceding said island, and so much of 
the public property as cannot be moved, to the city of New 
York. 

The following resolution, oflered by Mr. Smart 
on the 11th instant, was read and agreed to by the 
House: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Navy be requested to 
communicate to this House the number and places of birth 
of all persons employed in the naval and marine service on 
the Gulf and Pacific coasts during the war with Mexico. 
And, also, that the Secretary of War be requested to com- 
inunicate to this House the whole number of regular troops 
engaged in the late war with Mexico, and the Siates in which 
they were enlisted; and any other facts in possession of the 
War Department showing the number of regular troops en- 
gaged in said war from each State in the Union 

The following resolution, offered by Mr. Bar- 
RINGER On the 13th instant, was read, considered, 
and agreed to by the House: 

Resolved, That the President of the United States cause 
to be communicated to this House the amount of moneys 
and property received during the late war with the Republic 
of Mexico, at the different ports of enuy, or in any other 
way, Within her limits, and in what manner the same has 
been expended or appropriated. 

The following resolution, offered by Mr. Tatt- 
MADGE on the 18th instant, was read, considered, 
and agreed to by the House: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury be requested 
to have prepared, for the use of this House, a statement 
showing the manner in which every public debt of the 
United States, from the time of the Continental Congress 
up to the present year, has been contracted, the amount of 
each, from Whom obtained, under what law authorized, the 
manner and time of payment, and the amount, if any, now 
due on each, together with the amouat of unclaimed divi- 
dends, of principal and interest. 


The following resolution, offered by Mr. Gree- 
LEy,on the 18th instant, was read, considered, and 
agreed to by the House: 


Resolved, ‘What the Secretary of the Navy be requested to 
inquire into and report upom the expediency and feasibility 
of temporarily employing the whole or a portion of our 
national vessels, now on the Pacific station, in the trans- 
portation, at moderate rates, of American citizens, and their 
effects, from Panama and the Mexican ports on the Pacific 
to San Francisco, in California. 

The House next proceeded to the consideration 
of the following resolution, offered by Mr. Asumun 
on the 7th instant: 

Resolved, That in order to secure a more full, impartial, 


and prompt publication of the proceedings and debates of 


this House, the Clerk be authorized and directed to enter 
into a contract, to take effect from the beginning of the pres- 
ent session, and to continue until otherwise ordered by this 
House, with the proprietors of the two daily papers in this 
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city—the National Intelligencer and Union—for the daily 

publication in each paper ofthe proceedings and debates of 
this House; for which the Clerk shall make weekly payment 
out of the contingent fund, at the rate of seven dollars and a 
hatttora column of brevier type; Provided, ‘Vhat the pro 

ceedings and current debate shall be transterred to the coun 

try edition of each ofsaid papers, und one copy of each of 
srid daily papers shall be furnished to each member during 
the session of Congress without additional charge. 

Mr. CONGER moved that the resolution be re- 
ferred to the Committee on Printing. 

Mr. WENTWORTH inquired of the Speaker 
where the resolution had come from? 

The SPEAKER was understood to say, that it 
had been offered by the gentleman from Massa- 
chusetts, [Mr. Asumun.] 

Mr. JONES, of Tennessee, said, he had under- 
stood the Chair to decide, when he (Mr. J.) had 
made the question—the next morning, he believed, 
after the resolution had been offered—that there 
being no rules in force, it had expired on the day 
on which it was offered, and that to have any force 
it must be avain introduced, 

The SPEAKER said, the resolution had been 
found on the regular files under the direction of 
the Clerk. 

Mr. JONES said, if he was correct in the state- 


Pm nt he had made of the decision of the Chair, 


he hoped the Chair would adhere to it. 

The SPEAKER said, that if the resolution was 
the same as that on which the Chair had here- 
tofore given its decision, the resolution would not 
be regularly before the House. 

The Clerk having stated that the resolution was 
the same— 

The SPEAKER said that it had been irregu- 
larly placed on the files, and was not therefore 
before the House for consideration. 

COMPENSATION TO MR. FRY. 

The resolution next in order provided for the 
payment to John B. Fry, who acted as clerk in the 
office of the Sergeant-at-arma during the last ses- 
sion of ¢ tonere ss, of the extra compensation voted 
by resolution to clerks, messengers, &c. 

Mr. ATKINSON moved that the resolution be 
laid on the table. 

Mr. STUART rose to a question of order. If 
he was correct in his recollection, the House had 

the other day acted on the same resolution, and it 
was defeated. 

The SPEAKER was understood to say that the 
objection came too late. It should have been made 
when the resolution was offered. 

Mr. COBB inquired whether it would be in order 
now to move that the rules be suspended, and that 
the House resolve itself into Committee of the 
Whole on the state of the Union ? 

The SPEAKER replied in the affirmative. 

And the question was then taken, and decided in 
the affirmative. 

REFERENCE OF PRESIDENT "S MESSAGE. 

So the House resolved itself into Committee of 
the Whole on the state of the Union, (Mr. Tuomp- 
son, of Indiana, in the chair,) and resumed the 
consideration of the resolution heretofore offered by 
Mr. Vinron, referring the several portions of the 
message to the appropriate committee, and of the 
pending amendments. * 

Mr. FISHER (who was entitled to the floor from 
yesterday) resumed and concluded his remarks. 
In the few moqgents during which he had spoken 
yesterday, (he@aid,) he had indicated his intention 
to vote for that portion of the resolutions re- 
ported by the chairman of the Committee of Ways 
and Means which referred that part of the Presi- 
dent’s message relative to the tariffs of 1842 and 
1546 to the Committee of Ways ard Means, and 
against the amendment of the gentleman from 
New York to refer it tg the Committee on Manu- 
factures. It made but litile difference to him to 
what committee it should be referred. He was 

| not at all afraid, if a report was made at all, but it 
would be a report which would do full justice te 
the subject of the tariff, and to the Presideat’s mes- 
sage on that subject. He thought it proper to 
| state, however, that, on further reflection on the 
_ subject, he adhered to the conclusion that it should 
| be referred to the Committee of Ways and Means, 
| In his opinion, it was necessary that a report should 
| g0 before the people at this time, and with as little 
delay as possible. He knew it had been said by 
some on the opposite side of the House, that gen- 
tlemen on this side were afraid of the influence of 
| the President's message upon the country, and that 
| they wanted to prepare an answer to it to go out 
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to the people. Very well; they certainly had 
a right to send out documents to disabuse the 
minds of the people of the impressions made upon 
them by the false arguments of the President’s 
message; for certainly that part of it which refe rred 
to the tariffs of 1842 and 1846 was mainly designed 
as an electioneering document. I[t really belonged 
not to the message of the President, but It was In- 
tended as an electioneering document: indeed, about 
five or six of the-last columns of that voluminous 


messaze were entirely devoted to that purpose—to 
electioneering; and it appeared principally to have 
been made up of scraps, perhaps written by the 
President bimself—prior to the election, for aught 
he knew—and designed for publication in the 
“Union.” But * Father Ritchie,’’ having too 
much prudence, would not allow them to go out in 
the columns of his paper antl after the result of the 
election was known. Indeed, the venerable editor 
of the Union himself told us that that part of the 
President’s message which related to this subject 
was written prior to the election; and he (Mr. F.) 
presumed it was designed for publication in the 
columns of that paper, but the President not being 
willing to have his argument lost upon that subject, 
had imbodied it in this message. 

‘The messaze was a medley of contradictions, 
sophistry, and downright falseliood, from the be 
ginning to the end, so far as tne quesuon of tne 
protective policy was concerned. He was truly 
glad that the President had thrown off the cloak 
and diseuise that had covered the party for years 
gone by. ‘They had heretofore denied that they 
were opposed to the old Republican party, and had 
declared and proclaimed aloud that they were the 
true Democracy, the old Republican party of 1516; 
and formerly they had made attacks on the modern 
W hig party, and endeavored to identify therm with 
the old Federal party of days gone by. but in 
this document, strange to say, the President had 
thrown olf this diszuise, and laid hold of the old Re- 
publican party of 1816, and impugned their motives 
and acts in every respect, though it had never been 
done by any public document which had gone out 
to the country from a person holding so elevated a 
stauon. He (the President) attacked and impugned 
the motives of the old Republican party with a 
virulence scarcely equalled even by the old Federal 
arty. The disenise, then, was thrown off; the 
Jemoeratic party of the present day were not the 
old Republican party; they avowed they were not; 
they denounced the sentiments, the policy, and the 
very motives of tifat party of thatday, and (through 
the President) declared that that party were in 
favor of trampling under foot the poor for the ben- 
efit of the rich, and of building up monopolies and 
an aristocracy to override the mass of the people; 
that this was the design and the motive of that 
marty. We found in the message the President 
iad said but little about the modern Whig party— 
very little. Elis whole spleen seemed to be vented 
upon the old Republican party of 1816, whom he 
denounced in unmeasured terms, and whose meas- 
ures he said were new measures, when it was well 
known that the very policy which was revived at 
that day originated at a period coeval with the 
foundation of the Government—originated in 
the administration of General Washington, and 
had been carried on, through the various suc- 
cessive administrations, down to 18gf. The Pres- 
ident told us, that during the existence of this policy, 
there had creat revulsions taken place in the United 
States. Let him (Mr. F.) say that the general re- 
vulsions which had taken place, from the organi- 
zation of the Government down to the present 
ume, had taken place only in the absence of these 
measures of the protective policy, and had been 
the very things that had induced the reéstablish- 
ment of these measures. Three creat general 
commercial revulsions had taken place in. this 
Government since its organization. The first was 
induced by the revolutionary way, and continued 
from 1783 to 1789. This revulsion induced the 
fathers of the Republic to adopt the policy which 
was adopted by them—a protective system and a 
national bank. Again, after the war of 1812, the 
nation was found in debt, the President told us, to 
the amount of more than $120,000,000. Very 
well; it was found necessary at this time to re- 
establish the protective policy, which the Presi- 
dent said was then a new policy, although it 
was the reviving of an old policy. It was ren- 
dered necessary to pay off the national debt, and 
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vulsion under which it was then suffering. The 
Republican party, having the power at that day, 
revived the old policy, and it paid off the national 
debt, notwithstanding we were told here by the 
President and the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, that 
the protective policy prohibited foreign iniporta- 
tions, reduced the revenue, and would finally bring 
us to direct taxation. He asked, how did that pol- 
icy pay off the debt of the Revolution and the debt 
of the war of 1812? Did itdrive out foreign imports? 
Was the Government driven to direct taxation? 
How happened it, then, that these successive heavy 


debts had been all paid off under a protective ’ 


wlicy, and that, too, of a very high character? 
lhis, then, proved the falsity of the doctrine, that 
the protective policy would prohibit foreign im- 
portations to such an extent as to bring us to direct 
taxation; for it was the only policy that had ever 
paid off the debt of the Government, and the only 
policy that ever would. Let it be remarked, that 
upon all occasions, in the absence of this policy, 
this Government and the nation had become in- 
volved in debt. Look back, for instance, to 1840 
and 4841: what was the condition of the country 
then? We had a tariif of ad valorem duties of 20 
per cent., and a universal revulsion took place 
throughout the United States, and the Govern- 
ment, though in a time of profound peace, became 
involved, under the operation of these ad valorem 
duties, in a debt of several millions of dollars. 
How was this debt paid off? Why, by the revival 
of the same policy that paid the debt of the ReVolu- 
tion and of the war of 1812, established under the 
administration of Jolin ‘Tyler. 

Hence, so far from its being true that the pro- 
tective policy induced commercial and business 
revulsions throughout the country, precisely the 
reverse was the fact. No general revulsion had 
taken place except in the absence of these meas- 
ures; but, on all occasions in the absence of them, 
commercial revulsions had prevailed, and the Gov- 
ernment had been obliged again to adopt them. 
We were now involved ina national debt again, 
and a universal revulsion would as certainly come 
as we were a nation at this time, in one or two 
years at most, unless the policy of the Government 
was changed. What had prevented its taking 
place before this time? Why, the only reason had 
been the famine in Europe. Gentlemen laughed 
at the famine in Europe being assigned as the 
cause; did they not recollect that thousands had 
starved to death there, and that millions of dollars 
in grain and breadstuffs had been sent from this 
country to supply the foreign demand? It was 
this alone that had prevented a general revulsion 
from taking place ere this time. We were told 
that the only cause for the present reduction in the 
prices of our agricultural products, was the revul- 
sions, revolutions, and wars that had taken place 
in Europe; but these causes, every reasonable man 
knew, would only furnish a better market there for 
our breadstuffs. 

He would now proceed to say a few things on 
the subject of the tariff, and he wished the atten- 


tion of the committee, especially to his remarks | 


upon this subject, as he might advance some ideas 
that might not be altogether in accordance with the 
views entertained by his own political party. He 
did not profess to be thoroughly conversant with 
this subject; and if he assumed positions that were 
untenable, he boped to be corrected by his oppo- 
nents or by his friends. 

The main opposition existing against the pro- 
tective policy—in fact he might say the only oppo- 
sition, because all the objections, in whatever form 
they might be brought forward, resolved them- 
selves into these—was based upon three grounds: 
[t was contended, first, that the protective policy 
was unconstitutional; second, that under the pro- 
tective policy the duty was added to the price of 
the article, and that the poor consumer had it to 
pay; and third, it was said the protective policy 
prohibited importations, and would thus drive us 
to direct taxation for the support of Government. 
He knew of no objections that did not resolve 
themselves into one of these three positions. 

If these objections were correct, he admitted 
that the protective policy ought not to be estab- 
lished; but he wished to introduce a few argu- 
ments, to show why he did not believe these 
posiuons He admitted the premise of one, but 
denied the conclusion, viz: ‘That the protective 


policy prohibited importations, he admitted, but | 


to relieve the country from the effects of the re- , he denied the conclusion that it would drive us to 
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! It prohrbiggd importations to 
certain extent; if it was to prohibit them ent; 
as a matter of course it would drive us to direct 


direct taxation. 
re 'V, 


taxation. 
would do. 

With regaril to the constitutionality or uncon. 
stitutionality of the protective policy, it appeared 
that the question should be settled in the wing of 
every honest man. It was a policy coeval With 
our Government. The very first Congress assem. 
bled under our Constitution enacted a protective 
tariff law, the preamble of which expressly de. 
clared, that it was ** for the collection of revenye 
for the encouragement and protection of the man. 
ufactures of the country.”’ ‘That was the design 
of that law; that was the policy which had been 
pursued under every administration of the Goy. 
ernment, from that time down to the present 
administration. 

The second, and the most formidable position— 

that by which the opponents of the protective 
system managed greatly to prejudice the minds of 
the poorer classes of the community—was the 
argument, or the assertion, (he called it an argy. 
ment, but really it was an assertion, a mere beg. 
ging of the question, as the logicians say; an 
assuming without proof the very point in contro. 
versy,) that the consumer pays the duty. Now, 
he denied that the consumer had the duty to pay 
under the protegive system. He did not know 
that he should be sustained by all his Whig 
friends, but he took the ground that the price of 
imported goods to the consumer was not increased 
by the amount of the duty levied under the pro- 
tective system. What were the facts on this sub- 
ject? On referring to our experience under the 
, protective policy, if it was found that the duty 
was added to the original cost of the article, and 
the article sold so much higher,—if this had ever 
taken place under any protective tariff, then of 
course he would yield the point. If it had taken 
_ place, it was capable of demonstration. 

He called upon gentlemen on the other side to 
bring forward the prices current, prior and subse- 
quent to the going into operation of any of our 
protective tarifis; and if it was true, as a matter of 
fact, that imported goods, wares, and merchandise, 
subsequent to the taking effect of any tariff law, 
sold as much higher than they did prior to that 
ume, as the amount of duty levied, then they had 
gained their point; but if they could not do so, 
then they had failed. He said that no protectiy 
tariff, from the beginning of the Government, had 
enhanced the prices of goods generally; it might 
have had that effect with reference to some articles, 
but upon the average it never had, from the 
first to the last. Let them go back to the tariff of 
1842. What was its result?) Had not the Whigs 
told their opponents and the country that the duty 
would not be added to the price of the article, and 
that the goods would not sell that amount higher? 
And had it not been contended by the other party, 
from the President and Secretary of the Treasury 
down to the smallest two-penny newspaper or 
stump speaker, that the duty would be added, and 
the consumer would have to pay it? The tariff of 
1842 went into operation: did it increase the price 
of goods? Could gentlemen show, by invoices of 
merchandise prior and subsequent to its going into 
operation, that the duty it imposed was added to 
the previous cost of goods? The truth was, and 
must be acknowledged by every man with an 
honest heart, that, according to the predictions of 
the Whig party, the prices of goods generally, 
and almost universally, did fall, afier the tariff of 
1842 went into operation. It was true, that in 
about a year afier its taking effeot, the prices of 
cotton goods rose to a considerable degree; but 
the cause of this was, that the price of the raw 
material rose, (which he presumed, as a matter of 
course, was no disadvantage to the cotton-planter,) 
and henge, as a matter of necessity, the price of 
the component parts having risen, the price of the 

'material rose also. The truth of the case was, 
that, prior to the tariff of 1842, our manufactories, 
many of them, had been obliged to stop, and the 
laborers had been turned out of employment; but, 

_ after the tariff of 1842, they had again gone into 
operation, and again employed their laborers at 
good prices, and yet the prices of goods were 
lower. But their opponents asked, How was this 
possible? for, unless the duty is added to the price 
of the goods, it would not be a protection. How 


But this it never had done, and hever 


‘| was it possible, asked they, that when the manu- 





It 


fac 
the 


art 


a bt a as 











o- 


~™ 


EEE ee Sw ~~ oa 


ee 


— 


1848. 


factories again went into operation, the prices of 
act = 
their goods fell, and became lower than they were 


when they ceased operation? They took this po- 
it : 
if the duty is not added to the price of the 


sition: . : 
article, of course it will not be protection. 
Now, he took directly the opposite position. He 


eaid if the duty was added to the price of the article, 
: would not be protection. Asa matter of course, 
if the duty was added to the price ot the article, 
the voods came in from foreign countries precisely 
as they did before, so far as the interests of the 
foreign mafiufacturer, or importer were concerned. 
Here was where the opponents ofa protective tariff 
were in error. They could see protection in nothing 
put in increase of prices, when, in truth, it did not 
consist in that. In what, then, did it consist? It 
was in the furnishing a market—a steady, regular 
market. ** Protection’’ did not mean the enhancing 
of prices. If you were to order your son to go and 
rotect your farm from the ravages of your neigh- 
por’s cattle, which had broken in, and were le- 
siroying your crops, it would not be protection tor 
him to go out to cultivate your corn and other 
crops, while your fence was down, but for him to 
put up the fence and protect you hereafter from the 
ravages of your neighbor’s beasts, that they might 
no longer come in and destroy the crops, precisely 
as foreigners come in and destroy our market, 
unless it was protected for our manufacturers, 

Mr. LAHM said, he understood his colleague, 
that the object of protection was to drive foreign- 
ers out of the country, and keep the market ex- 
clusively for ourselves: he asked the gentleman, 
would he be in favor of making his protection so 
hich as to bring about that result? 

Mr. FISHER replied, he had said in the outset 
that the friends of protection had never designed 
to have a tariff so high as to amount to an enure 
exclusion of foreign manufactures, but they did 
desire to prohibit the importation of certain goods. 

Mr. LAHM wished to know where the gentle- 
man would stop? where he drew the line of de- 
mareation between exclusion and prohibition? 

Mr. FISHER. said, the party with whom he 
acted had always contended for a revenue tariff, 
with discriminations in favor of protection; and 
they would prohibit the importation of certain 
articles. Unde 


THE.C 


er the tariff of 1842, we had received , 


about $100,000,000 worth of foreign imports annu- | 


ally; trom the duties levied by that tariti upon the 
dutiable goods, we had received revenue enough 


to meet the current expenses of the Goverhment, ; 
and pay off the public debt which had accrued | 


under the previous low tariff. And that tari@ had, 


in addition, brought a surplus into the treasury. | 


But since the tariff had been reduced about one- 
third, it now took $150,000,000 of importations to 
raise the same amount of revenue as the tariff of 
1542 did, or $100,000,000 of importations. Yes; 
we protected the manufacturers, and the mechanics 
of this country, by prohibiting $50,000,000 worth 
of coods from coming in. 

Mr. LAHM wished to ask his colleague one 
other question. 
$00,000,000 of the importations, when they amount- 
ed to $150,000,000, why did not the same princi- 
ple hold good to the exclusion of fifty additional 
millions, or of the whole? 

Mr. FISHER repiied, that it was in our power 
to do so, but it was not necessary for protection, 
nor was it desirable, because we did not expect to 
manufacture all the articles which were consumed 
in the country. 

But with reference to the other point, all would 
admit that importations could be and were prohib- 
ited by protective tariffs to a certain extent. 


If it was legitimate to exclude | 


This 


was admitted by the Secretary of the Treasury, | 


and by the Prestdent, and by all; and yet in the 
same report, and in the same message, we were 
told that the consumer had the duty to pay. Now, 
if the President or Secretary or any gentleman on 
this floor would reconcile these two positions, then 
he was willing to become a free-trade man. The 
positions that a protective tariff prohibited foreign 
importations, and at the same time that the duty 
was added to the price of the article to be paid by 
the consumer, were entirely inconsistent. Now, 
the truth was, that a protective tariff would pro- 
hibit importations to a certain extent, and this was 
proof positive that the consumer did not pay the 
duty. Suppose, by way of illustration, that with- 


out a duty a hat could be procured here of the for- | 


eign importer for $3, and suppose that Congress 


| thousand dollars turned but once. 


1 operate. 





original cost would be $4. Supposing the doctrine 
was correct that the consumer paid the duty, the 


| hat would then sell for $4 instead of $3. He asked, 


would that have an eflect to prohibit the importa- 
tion of hats? Not at all, because the importer 
would sell his hat for $4 instead of $3, and, paying 
the $1 duty to the Government, would take home 
his $3 net proceeds, as before. 

Mr. LAHM inquired who, in that case, paid 
the additional duty of a dollar upon the price of a 
hat. Was it the man who consumed the hat or 
not? 

Mr. FISHER replied that the gentleman did not 
understand the subject at all. [Laughter.] He 
had denied that the duty was added to the price of 
the hat; and the fact that it was not was the reason 
(and a good reason it was too,) why it prohibited 
the importation, to some extent, because the im- 
porter, instead of taking home three dollars, took 
home two. Soalso, tfa duty of ten dollars was levied, 
and the hat, after that, (according to the doctrine 
of gentlemen on the other side,) sold for thirteen 
dollars, the importer, after paying the ten dollars 
to the Government, would sull have three dollars 
net proceeds, as betore; and the duty would be no 
prohibition at all upon the importation. ‘The very 
reason that th ty did prohibit importations was 
because the importer paid it, and it was not added 
to the price of the goods. Hence the two positions, 
that the consumer had the duty to pay, and thatit 
prohibited importations, could not be reconciled. 

f any man could make out these positions to be 
correct, he (Mr. IF.) would give up the argument. 

Again: what was the reason that manufactories 
could now go into operation, and sell at lower rates 
than they could prev!ous to the tart? of 1842? This 
was easily accounted for. lt was because capitalists 
turned their capital oftener. Prior to the enact- 
ment of the tariff of 1542 the market was glutted 
by foreign importauions, Manufacturers invested 
all their capital in goods. These goods all lay 
dead upon their hands. ‘hey could not sell them 
atany price. Hence, many of the manufacturing 
concerns of the country had to stop. But the tarifl 
of 1842, by prohibiting to a certain extent foreign 
importations, gave a market to our own manulac- 
tures. ‘hese establishments again went into oper- 
ation. ‘hey sold as fast as they could manulac- 
ture, and of course they sold lower. [le would 
briefly illustrate his point: Suppose that there were 
two merchants in the city of Washington, each 


‘employing a capital of twenty thoussnd dollars. 
| One of them would sell tardily; he would turn his 
| capital once a year at a profit of forty per cent. 


The other would turn it tour times a year. Of 
course the latter could undersell the former thirty 
per cent., and make as much money. 

For example: if he solg at a profit of ten per 


cent. and turned his capital four times, it would 
| amount to as much profit as would be received on 
; the same amount of capital turned but once with a 


profit of forty percent.; and consequently, twenty 
thousand dollars turned four times would be as 
much money in the hands of the capitalist as eighty 
And this was 
the secret. All the manufacturing establishments 
could sell ata lower rate than they did before. 
And this was the way the protective policy would 
Now, if Congress were to lay a duty of 
fifty per cent. in addition to the duty which now 
existed upon foreign importations, and the goods 
would rise that much, 1t would not prohibit im- 
portations, but would step over manutactures just 
as the tariif did now. And therefore it was enurely 
incorrect to say that,the duty was added to the 
orice, and that the consumer had to pay the duty. 
This stood in diametrical opposition to the position 
that the protective duty prohibited foreign import- 
ations. If any gentleman could reconcile these 
positions, he(Mr. I’.) would, he repeated, abandon 
the argument. 

If gentlemen would read that portion of the 
message of the President, they would see that he 
assumed this position—that the consumer had to 
pay the duty ; that it was oppressive wpon- the 
poor, whilst it enriched the wealthy capitalist of 
the country. The President placed himself en- 
tirely on that position. Now, any man conversant 
with the subject knew that this was not the com- 
mon operation of trade in this country. He (Mr. 
I.) had been brought up a farmer—he had fol- 
lowed that pursuit nearly all his life. Every 
farmer knew that the statement was not correct. 


laid a duty upon it of $1, the duty added to the |) Suppose that a farmer lived out of this city a dis- |) 
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tance of some fifty miles, and that, coming to 
market with his wagon-load of flour, he paid a toll 
at several gates: by the time he arrived here, his 
flour had cost him a toll of twenty-five cents per 
barrel. He offered it in market, and, if he be- 
lieved this doctrine, asked six dollars and twenty- 
five cents per barrel. What said the merchant? 
His reply would be, ** Lean buy itat six dollars.’’ 
‘** No matter,’’ the farmer would reply, ** | had to 
pay toli to the amount of twenty-five cents. If 
the doctrine of my party 1s correct, the tollage is 
added to the price of the article, and the consumer 
has to pay it.””) The merchant would laugh. 
He would say, “[ tell you, you must take the 
market price for your flour, or you cannot sell it 
atall. You would be right if there were no other 
flour in market; but mind, you come in compet- 
tion with others, and hence you must be content 
to get the market price, whatever that may be.” 
Precisely such was the case with foreign manufac- 
turers. They might add the duty to the price of 
the article, but they would come im competition 
with other manufacturers, and must theretore sell 
at the market price. But under the present law, 
ina short time, they would not meet our manu- 
facturers in competition, because the latter would 
be broken down. If they did come in competition, 
under the protective policy, they must take the 
market price, whatever that might be, and ask 
whatever price they pleased. This was the course 
of our trade. Every man who had ever been con- 
cerned in trade knew it to be so. 

He knew it had been said, that the cotton planter 
of the South had been injured by the operation of 
the protective policy. When he spoke of the South 
in this connection, he meant the cotton plantersand 
rice growers only, because they only had reason 
to complain. The agriculturists of the South, 
he presumed, had no reason to complain. If he 
Was correct in this position, that goods did not sell 
higher, but lower, under the protective policy than 
under that of free trade, what reason had the cotton 
planter to complain? Why was he dissatisfied 
with the tariff of 1842? He did not pay higher 
for his goods under that tariff than he had paid 
before its enactment. Why, then, he repeated, 
should the cotton planter be dissatisfied with it? 
For if he did not pay the tax by increased prices, 
then he did not pay it at all; for that was the only 
means by which he could pay it. The only con- 
troversy was, then, in relation to that point. The 
opponents of the protective policy said that the 
poor man was tashed: that he paid this duty to the 
manufacturer; whilst the truth was, that although 
he (Mr. F.) ackgowledged that the duty was a tax, 
yet it was a tax upon the foreign importer, which 
the foreign importer paid to the Government of the 
United States. It was a bounty paid by foreigners 
—not by thé consumer—by the importer, to the 
Government for the privilege of selling his goods 
in our market. If this was so, and if the duty 
was not added to the ‘price of the article, why 
should the cotton and rice grower object to it? 

At the present time we had in operation a sys- 
tem of free trade, as it was called. But let him 
ask the cotton planter whether there had ever been 
a time, since the formation of the Government, 
when the prices of cotton were lower than the 
were at present? If such was the fact, and if it 
were true that our goods, wares, and merchan- 
dise, cost no more under the protective policy than 
under a system of free trade, what objection was 
there to it?) He could see no reason for it. 

It was said that the farmers of the country com- 
plained. He,(Mr. F.,) as a farmer, did not com- 
plain. The farmers did not need much direct 
protection. What they wanted, was a market for 
their products, and it was to their advantage that 
the market should be as convenient to them as 
possible. The more convenient, the better for 
them. The opponents of protection declared that 
all our workshops should be in Europe, and the 
farmers in this country. Let him say, that no 

agricultural country, at a distance from a manu- 
facturing country, could compete with that manu- 
facturing country; because the produce of the for- 
mer never could be taken to market, on account of 
the bulk and the cost of transportation. Could we 
take our corn, wheat, pork, &c., to China? No; 
it would not pay cost to do so. But we could 
build up manufactures in our own country, and 
make the world our market. We could build up 
manufactures; we could take séme from the pur- 
| suits of farming, and we could put them into our 
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workshops; and thus divide the labor of our coun- 
try. The produce which they consumed would 
become a constituent part of the goods; and thus 
our produce eould be taken to China and sold, 
not in the crude state, but in the shape of cotton 
goods, 

Suppose we were to say to the iron manufac- 
turers of Pennsylvania, It is to your advantage to 
take your coal and tron ore, without manufactur- 
ig it, to Europe, and then let it be brought back 
and sold here, and Jet them manufacture it there. 

Vould that be prover? Surely not. Just so it 
would be in relation to agricultural products. We 
could not take them, with advantage, to foreign 
countries. We must build up a home market. 
That would not destroy our foreign market. We 
Precisely so with the cotton 
If they went against the protective sys- 
tem, they would destroy their home market for 
cotton; and thus be in the same condition with 


knew that to be so. 


planters, 


the farmer, that is, they would only have the for- 
eign market. Hence, we should be placed at the 
There would 
Therefore, it could not be to 
the advantage of the agriculturists to destroy our 
own manufactures. ; 

He was aware that the West labored under the 
disadvantage of having its markets in the East. 
Much more disadvantageous would it be if that 
market had to be sought im Kurope. It would be 
to the advantage of Ohio to build up manufactures 


nierey of the foreign market alone. 
pe no competition. 


in that State, and a regular system of protection 
would accomplish that object; and whatever would 
vive a market for the farmer’s produce, would be 
an advantage to the farmer. ‘This could be accom- 
plished only by building up manufactures, 

He had now said about all that he cared to say 
at this time. He would not have said even so 
much, but that he did not suppose that there was 
any probability that he might, for some ume to 
come, obtain the floor again. He had just thrown 
out these few arguments and ideas, in order that, 
if gentlemen could refute them, they should do so. 
He would like to hearther. He would like gen- 
tlemen on the opposite side of the question to 
substantiate, if they could, the proposition which 
had been put forth by the President of the United 
Statea and the Secretary of the Treasury. ‘The 
President, in the course of his argument, main- 
tained that the duty was added to the price of the 
roads, and that the consumer had to pay it. In 
addition to this, it was seen that the Secretary of 
the ‘Treasury contended that the protective policy 
prohibited foreign importations, and that hence it 
would drive us to direct taxation. If these two 
positions could be brought together and reconciled, 
he (Mr. F.) would like to see it done. 

But jt appeared,to him that the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury was arguing strangely, for if he (Mr. F.) 
understood his report, it certainly went entirely in 
favor of the doctrine of free trade. It was for no 
tariff! whatsoever; if he did not mean that, his ar- 
cuments were as much in opposition to a revenue 
tart! as to the protective policy. The Secretary, 
as Mr. F. understood, went in for entire free trade 
and direct taxation. If the opponents of the pro- 
tecuive policy were consistent upon this subject, 
and beheved that the consumer in our country had 
the duty to pay, why had they not changed the 
whole policy of the Government, so as not to 
compel him to pay it?) Why had they not taken 


off all duties on foreign imports and laid them 


upon exports to foreign countries, because, accord- 
ing to their doctrine, the foreign consumer would 
have to pay them? -Why would gentlemen com- 
pel the home consumer to pay the expenses of our 
Government instead of the foreign consumer? 

Mr. F. having concluded, the Chairman gave 
the floor to 

Mr. LAHM, who proceeded to remark, that he 
had not obtained the floor for the purpose of 
making a speech on the tariff, and that if it had 
not been fora few positions which had been ad- 
vanced by his colleague, [Mr. Fisner,} he (Mr. 
L..) should not have sought the floor at all, for he 
admitted that he was as little acquainted with the 
tari? as with any other wabitionl subject. But it 
seemed to him that there were some self-evident 
truths and positions that must be apparent to any 
individual who had given the subject any consid- 
eration whatever. ‘ 1 

In the first place, he would come for a moment or 
two to the question immediately before the House; 
that was lo say, as to the reference of that part of 


the President’s message which related to the tariffs 
of Is42 and I846. It was proposed to strike out 
of the original resolution the words “ tariffs of 
1842 and 1546,” and substitute in their place a 
reference of the whole subject to the Committee 
on Manufactures. 

Now, he would ask gentlemen on the other side 
of the House, what was the object of the institu- 
tion of the Committee of Ways and Means? It 
seemed to him that the province of that committee 
was to provide means to carry on the affairs of tne 
Government. Such, in his judgment, was the 
legitimate object for which that committee had 
been created. It was a committee which had been 
in existence ever since the organization of the 
Government, because the necessity of its existence 
had been apparent ever since that time. 

But according to the argument of the gentleman 
from New York, [Mr. Marvin,] the Committee 
on Manufactures had been raised at a subsequent 
period. It seemed that it had been raised to grat- 
ify the objects of certain politicians who could not 
carry out the measure of protection by referring 
the subject to the Committee of Ways and Means; 
and that with a view to accomplish their ends, an 
additional committee was to be appointed—a Com- 
mittee on Manufactures. 

What was the objeet of a tariff? Why did we 
pass revenue laws at all? ‘To raise means to pay 
the expenses of the Government, and to defray its 
debts, if any debts it had. And if laws for these 
purposes were to be passed, the Committee of 
Ways and Means was the proper committee to 
have charge of the subject. Why, then, he would 
ask, should not the whole subject be referred to 
that committee ? 

But the gentleman from New York [Mr. Gree- 
Ley} had told them, very plainly, what the object 
of the contemplated reference was. He had said, 
that an indictment had gone forth to the country 
from the President of the United States and the 
Secretary of the ‘Treasury, against that party 
which had recently succeeded, in the Presidential 
clection. He (Mr. L.) knew before it was thus 
openly avowed, what the object of gentlemen on 
that side of the House was. He knew that they 
felt the force of the message of the President, and 
of the report of the Secretary of the Treasury. He 
knew that they felt the truth of the position, that 
the declarations of gentlemen, made when the 
Democratic party was about to repeal the tariff 
act of 1842, had not been made good; that the 
predictions made by Mr. Wessrer and other 
gentlemen on that side of the question, that a re- 
vulsion would overtake the business and ruin the 
aflairs of the country, had not been realized. Gen- 
tlemen knew that something must go to the coun- 
try from them, to counteract with their political 
friends the arguments of the message of the Pres- 
ident, and of the report of the Secretary of the 
‘Treasury. ‘They had therefore avowed that to be 
their object. The business of the House, and the 
interests of the country, it seemed, must all yield 
to their political wishes and considerations. ‘The 
gentlemen who desired a select committee should 
have asked at once for a select committee, to be 
chosen from their own friends, and that the sub- 


ject migh€ be referred to that committee with ex- 


press instructions to report to the country an 
argument in opposition to that of the President 
and of the Secretary of the Treasury. This would 
have been laying the matter open at once—this 
would have been walking boldly up to it—this 
would have been giving a tull sweep and fair play. 
For his own part, if gentlemen desired to have a 
committee composed of their own friends, he was 
willing to give itthem. Let them have it, and let 
them make their report to the country. Any re- 
port they could make in reply to the message, 
would only prove its truth—would only demon- 
strate the force of its reasoning, the correctness of 
its conclusions, and the wisdom of the policy 
which had been adopted by the Administration in 
relation to this great and important subject. He 
feared no report that could be sent abroad. He 
wished the country to see all that could be said on 
both sides, for and against the policy—to compare 
them, and to draw conclusions accordingly. But 
he submitted to the House, whether the whole 
object of the gentleman from New York had not 
been satisfied? whether his colleague from Ohio, 
[Mr. Fisner,} had not stepped in this morning, 


| 


and accomplished all that the gentleman from New | 


York proposed to accomplish by a committee? || 


_products in the foreign markets. 


Dee. 26, 
The gentleman had made a full and elaborate per), 
to the President and the Secretary of the Tre a 
That speech would go abroad to the country: >, 
would go abroad as an areument emanatine ¢... 
one of the champions of a protective tariff jp th 

House; as an argument in reply to the Presiden: 
as the sentinels of that sid@ of the House, on th. 
great questic n of the tariff.. He suggested, there. 
fore, to the gentleman from New York, whethe; be 
whole purpose had not now been accomplishes 
and whether he was not willing to abandon his 
proposition. . 

He would here remark, that he had n ver 
either publicly or privately, committed himself), 
the tariff of 1842 or todhe tariff of 1846. Wig 
he was a candidate for a seat in this Hall, he had 
refused to commit himself to either of these laws 
because he had believed then, as he believed now. 
that some mpdifications might perhaps be je. 
quired in the tariff of 1846. But he had no hes. 
tation in saying that he had always been of thy 
opinion, that the tariff of 1846 was infinitely gy. 
perior to the tariff of 1842. : 

Something had been said by the gentleman frow 
Pennsylvania [Mr.~Tuompson] yesterday, in re. 
gard to the ad valorem system; and here let him 
remark, that he (Mr. L.) was in favor of the a 
valorem system, and of discriminations under that 
sysiem. He was in favor of raising revenue by 
duties on imports, just sufficient to defray the ex. 
penses of the Government, ecopomicaily adminis. 
tered; and in raising that amount of revenue, he 
would discriminate, not as the tariff of 1842 did, 
in favor of the luxuries and against the necesso. 
ries of life; but he wowd discriminate in favor of 
the necessaries of life—those articles which were 
consumed alike by the rich and by the poor, by the 
whole community; and against the luxuries of life— 
those articles which were consumed only by the 
aristocracy of the country. ‘That was the dis. 
crimination which he favored. Again: he would 
levy low duties upon such foreign articles as we 
needed, and such as we could not produce; while he 
would levy high duties upon such as we did not 
need, and such as we might produce. 

His colleague had this morning taken a position 
that the imposition of duties upon foreign import- 
ations did not increase the price to the consumer, 
He had illustrated his position by supposing that 
a hat was imported and sold for $3, when no duty 
was imposed; and had said, if a duty of 91 was 
levied, the price of the article would be increased, 
Now, it seemed to him this was surrendering the 
position that the gentleman had taken—that the 
imposition of the duty did not increase the price 
of the article. He had asked his colleague who 
paid the additional dollar? and he had received 
the reply that he did not understand the question. 
He presumed he did not as well as the gentleman; 
but he thought it was at least evident, that if a hat 
was imported and sold for $3, without a duty, and 
when a duty of $1 was imposed the price was 
raised to 94, that the additional dollar would be 
paid by the consumer. 

But the gentleman seeing the difficulties in which 
he had invoived himself, assumed another position, 
and said, the imposition of the duty would net 
increaze the price, because it would prohibit the 
importation. Well, this would result in direct 
taxation. if the duty was laid so high as that 
there were no importations of the article, of course 
we should get no revenue, and should be obliged 
to resort to direct taxation for the support of the 
Government. Well, to get rid of this diiliculty, 
the gentleman had said that it would still be im- 
ported, but the foreign manufacturer would have 
to pay the duty, and (in the case of the hat) would 
go home with $2 in his pocket instead of $3. What 
did that position amount to? Simply to this: that 
the object and end of tariff protecuon was no more 
nor less than to decrease the profits of the foreign 
manufacturer, and, at the same time, not aflect tie 
American manufacturer. 

The gentleman had argued, that although we 
levied a protective tariff, and (as he contended) 
took the duty out of the pockets of the foreign 
manufacturer, it would not affect the sale of our 
But suppose 
other countries took the same view, and levied & 
protective tariff upon our exportations to them: 
according to the gentleman's argument, the duties 
thus levied would come out of our pockets, and, 
of course, would tend to prohibit our exportauons. 

But take the article of coffee. Under the tariff 
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1246, if imported in American vessels, it was 
it from duty—as it should be; for il Was one 
necessaries of life, and consumed by every- 
Suppose that a duty of 20 per cent, was 
levied upon It did it not increase the price of the 
reticle to the consumer here? Could the import- 
os merchant pay the 20 per cent. duty and sell it 
at the same price? Clearly not. The duty, then, 
would finally: be paid by the consumer. He com- 
caved this to the increased price charged for goods 
= merchants at the West, to reimburse them for 
expense of transportation: the cost of trans- 
sortation entered into the price of the article, and 
fell upon the consumer, as he argued the duty im- 
sed also did. 
"put the gentleman had argued that it was a great 
ovject for the farmers of Ohio and of the West to 
have a home market for their products. He (Mr. 


a 
exem) 
of the 


body. 


1,.) lived in a strictly agricultural community, and 
the farmers there found that when they had pro- 
duce to sell, the merchant was governed, as to the 
price he would give, by the state of the foreign 


markets. It was the foreign prices which regulated 
che prices of agricultural products in New York, at 
Cleveland, and in all parts of the country. 

But the gentleman had said that the object of the 
nrogective tariff was to enable our manufacturers 
to compete with foreign manufacturers. He (Mr. 
L.) asked, did not our cotton manufacturers com- 
nete with the whole world? Our cottons now 
went to South America, to India, to China, and 
throughout the world; where, then, was the ne- 
cessity of this protection to enable our manufac- 
turers to compete with foreigners at home? Why, 
the genteman would have us protect our man- 
ufacturers at home, while they were able‘to com- 
pete with foreigners throughout the world. __ 

The gentleman had made one remark which, 
as far as it related to him, he disclaimed. ‘The 
gentleman had said that the Democratic party 
were in favor of free trade and direct taxation, 
For himself, he disclaimed that doctrine; he be- 
lieved the party with which he was connected 
disclaimed it. The tariff of 1846 disclaimed it from 


beginning to end. ‘They were in favor of levying | 


duties to raise revenue, sufficient to meet the ex- 
penses of the Government, economically adminis- 


tered; and in imposing those duties they would | 


discriminate in favor of such articles as required 
more protection, and against those which required 
Free trade and direct taxation were not the 
doctrines of the Democratic party, at least in that 
section of the country from which he came. 

Vuey had passed the tariif of 1846 in order to 
raise revenue sufficient to meet the expenses of the 
Government, and it afforded protection also—a 
protection of 20 percent. upon iron, of 100 per cent. 
ou spirits, of 10 to 100 per cent. on almost every 
article except a few on the free list. He asked, 
what more protection was needed? Did gentle- 
men want protection to the exclusion of foreigners? 
If they did not, where would they draw the line of 
demarcation—the line at which protection should 
cease? How much would they keep out, and 
how much would they allow to come in? Let 
them propose their system, and if it was any better 
than the present law, he would vote for it. 

Mr. L., apologizing for having troubled the House 
with remarks for which he had made no previous 
preparation, concluded by expressing the opinion 
as Lo the proposition directly before the committee, 
that the reference to the Committee on Manufac- 
tures, proposed by the amendment of the gentle- 
man from New York, would be improper. That 
committee had nething to do with it. It was the 
legitimate business of the Committee of Ways 
und Means; and, unless they intended that the 
prométion of partisan objects should be para- 
inount to the prosecution of the business of the 
country, they could not refer it to the Committee 
on Manufactures. 

Mr. BRIDGES obtained the floor, and moved 
that the committee rise. 

The motion was rejected. 

Mr. HUNT'said the gentleman from Virginia, 
(Mr. Bayty,] who had spoken yesterday, had 
expressed a strong opposition to the reference of 
this subjectto the Committee on Manufactures, 
from the apprehension that that committee would 
report an electioneering document. ‘The bare idea 
that an argument might be made by a committee 
in reply to the President’s message, seemed to ex- 
cite that gentleman to unusual vehemence, and 
almost to move him from his propriety. It would 


less. 


, the purest patriotism. 
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seem that that gentleman, and others who acted 
with him, had strong opposition to the manufae- 
turing ofelectuoneering documents, unless they came 
from the Executive. With their habitual clamors 
of Opposition to monopolies, it seemed that they 
éelaimed it to be the exclusive prerogative of the 
Executive to send forth electioneering documents 
upon all questions touching our national interests. 
At every session of Congress, year after year, the 
President had sent in his annual message,in which 
he placed before Congress the state of the country 
generally; but, in addition to the exercise of this 
consututional function, he had traveled far beyond, 
engaging In discussion upen political subjects, vin- 
dicauing the measures which he had thought proper 
to propose, notonly, but fre quently going further, 
and reflecung, in the most unkind and offensive 
manner, upou the motives as well as upon the meas- 
ures of his opponents. Did any of the intelligent 
and reflecting people of this country object to the 
manner in which the Executive had upon one occa- 
sion usurped the extraordinary power of war, and 
while Congress was in session, involved the coun- 
try in war without their authority and even without 
their knowledge: the President did not hesitate to 
impute to that portion of his countrymen, not only 
a want of patrigtism, but he used terms in refer- 
ence to them Prick in their very nature implied 
moral treason—a want of patriotism and loyalty 
to the Government. Ele had hoped, that after the 
recent expression of the will of the people of this 
country upon the great measures which divided 
partics—afier its expression in relation not only to 
the general merits of this Administration, but in 
reference to its specific policy, that the President 
would have thought proper, on this occasion at all 
events, to waive’the practice which he had pursued 
from the very commencement of his administration, 
in reflecting in gross and offensive terms upon the 
motives af his opponents. 

Mr. TURNER here interposed, and was under- 
stood to inquire what question the gentleman con- 
sidered to have been decided by the people at the 
late election? and how ? 

Mr. HUNT said he would come to that subject 
directly. If the gentleman was desirous of an 
answer, however, he would. inform him that one 
point, among others, had been put at rest by the 
people at the last presidential election: it was the 
signal condemnation of the present Executive and 
measures of his administration. The people had 
decided, by the vote they had recently given, that 
the policy of the Administration should be changed 
in regard to the management of our foreign affairs, 
as well as in reference to those domestic measures 
which deeply affected the industry and the pros- 
perity of this country. 

Betore he was interrupted, he had been about to 
say that he had hoped the President would have 
waived all political discussions on this occasion; 
that he would have received the rebuke which had 
been administered to his administration by the peo- 
ple with a graceful deference; that he would -have 
yielded to the popular will, if not with a real, at 
least with a seeming respect. But on the present 
occasion he seemed to have gone far beyond his 
former practice, and to have outdone himself. He 
(Mr. H.) doubted if an Executive message had ever 
been submitted to an American Congress which 
contained such an unusual and extraordinary dis- 
play of party spirit, such a determination to stand 
on mere party questions before Congress and the 
country, as the President had evinced in this 
message. 

It was fortunate for the liberties of mankind, and 
for the cause of truth, that rejected governors were 
not received as the most reliable historians of their 
own times and conduct. If the protestations of 
discarded ministers were to be received as evi- 
dence of their patriotism, disinterestedness, and 
public virtue, it would often be found that those 
who, by their acts, had rendered themselves the 
most odious, had the strongest claims upon the 
gratitude and affection of mankind. If State papers 
and official mandates promulgated by those who, 
either in ancient or modern times, had been rejected 
by the populat will, were to be received as au- 
thentic evidence, it would follow that the people 
had been always wrong, and rulers always right. 
The greatest tyrants would appear to be the greatest 
benefactors, and those whose government had 
been most intolerable and oppressive, would seem 
to have been animated by the highest motives and 
It would seem that the 
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people in all time had been well and. wisely cov- 
erned, but that, failing to apprectate their rulers, 
they had ejected them from power. 

In reading that portion of the message which was 
historical, since it portrayed the measures of the 
Admunisiration, and the beneficentetlects which 
had flowed from them, one was almost persuaded 
that the President had done more for the welfare 
and prosperity of the country than all his prede- 
cessors. It would seem from the tone of triumph 
which he had assumed, thatthe people of the United 
States had the highest cause for gratitude, and that 
they never could sufficienUy appreciate their obli- 
gations to his administration, 

He (Mr. H.) believed his Democratic friends 
would concede that the American people were an 
intelligent, thrifty, sober-minded people, as wel! 
as a people competent to judge of the merits of 
their public agents; and that, after a full discussion 
of public questions, as these questions had been 
discussed for the last year, it was not their habit 
to set their public agents aside, unless they were 
convinced that they had failed to fulfill their ebli- 
gations to the country. 

It was strange that an Administration which 
claimed so much—which claimed so large a share 
of glory for conquests abroad and beneficent meas- 
ures at home—which claimed to have extended the 
srea of freedom 
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to an almost unlimited extent— 

which claimed to have projected measures looking 

only to the prosperity and interests of the country — 

an Administration intent purely on the promotion 
of the public good, turning neither to the rieht 

hand nor to the left—professing to be governed 
only by the Constitution of the country;—it was 
(he said) passing strange that the people should 
have shown themselves incapable of appreciating 
the merits of such an Administration. Yet the 
President had assumed the same triumphant tone, 
as though he and his measures had been sustained, 
‘he gentlemen on the other side of the House had 
inquired what it was that the people had condemned 
in the late election. [le (Mr. H.) would tell the gen- 
tlemen: they had condemned those very measures 
of policy upon which the President had taken his 
appeal to posterity; they had condemned those 
very measures of policy upon which he claimed, 
for himself and his administration, the gratitude 
not only of the people now but m all future time; 
they had determined that the policy of the Gov- 
ernment should be changed, first, as it concerned 
our foreign relations and intercourse; they had 
determined that a new and peaceful policy should 
animate our councils in the future management of 
our foreign affairs. 

In passing judgment upon the great measure of 
his administration—that upon which the President 
laid so much einphasis—he (Mr. H.) alluded to 
the late war with Mexico; he understood the 
people to have determined, now and forever, that 
the question which had hitherto occupied so much 
of the time and attention of both Houses of Con- 
gress—that the war was not begun in accordance 
with the principles of the Constitution. He (Mr, 
I.) did not propose to go into the merits of that 
war, or into the consequences likely to result from 
it; but upon what point the parties of the country 
had made up an issue, upon which they had ap- 
pealed to the people—that was to say, whether the 
President of the United States had, in violation of 
the Constitution, and without consultation with 
the people’s representatives, usurped the power 
of making war. The party to which he (Mr. H.) 
belonged had contended from the first, as they 
contended now, that in requiring our forees to in- 
vade territory which had, up to that time, always 
been in possession of Mexico, the President com- 
mitted a gross and palpable violation of that clause 
of the Constitution which gave the war-making 
power to Congress alone. in other words, they 
insisted that that act was a usurpation on the part 
of the President, to issue an order to the army, 
which, of itself, was an act of war, and which 
was followed, as all reasonable persons ought to 
have foreseen it would be followed, by hostlities 
upon that territory. In this view, more perhaps 
than in any other, the result of the election which 
had lately been decided was a vindication of the 
rights of the people, and of the representatives of 
the people, In relation not only to the war-making 
power, but of those other powers which of late 
years had so often been arrogated and exercised 
by the President. But it was not only the ori- 
| ginal act of war in respect to which the President 
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had usurped powers not conferred upon him by 
the Constitution. It was by establishing, in the 
course of the prosecution of that war, military 
governments in territories which had been declared 
to be part of the United States; in laying duties 
upon goods imported into a foreign country, and 
expending the moneys received from these duties 
without the authority of Congress. Without enu- 
merating particular instances, he might point out 
oceasions on which the President had exercised 
powers which, under every free government, re- 
sided nowhere save in the legislative department, 
and which could not be legitimately and constitu- 
tionally exercised without its authority. 

But the subject to which he had specially in- 
tended to refer (and he had taken the floor with 
much reluctance) was th® immediate topic which 
had been under discussion in the course of this 
debate. The people, in his opinion, by their late 
vote, had intended to condemn the coarse of the 
Administration in respect to the protective policy. 
That was a measure which had been repeatedly 
an! distinctly presented as a great doctrine upon 
which the Democratic party had taken its position 
before the people, and upon which the Whigs had 


uniformly taken theirs in favor of the protective | 
principle, as one requisite to sustain our own peo- | 
ple in their pursuits, and in the various branches | 


of their industry. 

The gentleman from Virginia, (Mr. Bayty,] 
who had spoken yesterday, had, in a tone of defi- 
ance, as he (Mr. H.) thought, declared himself 
ready to prove that the tariff of 1846 had not only 
fulfilled all the hopesand expectationgof its friends, 
but that it had falsified all the predictions of its 
opponents. He proposed to join issue with that 
gentleman in the whole length and breadth of the 
question; and on some suitable occasion, if oppor- 


tunity should present itself at the present session, | 


and, if no other gentleman more competent than 
himself should take up the issue, he proposed to 
meet it. He thought it would be an easy matter to 
establish the converse of the proposition presented 
by the gentleman from Virginia. He thought 
it would bean easy matter to show, that in every- 
thing which was essential, the predictions of those 
who had opposed the tariff of 1846 had been liter- 
ally and truly fulfilled, whilst the arguments and 
reasons urged in its favor by its friends had, toa 
great extent, failed of their object. He would not 
on the present occasion go into details, but he 
would refer to one or two facts in support of his 
position. 

What was the condition of the country at the 
time of the passage of the tariff act of 1846? The 
protective policy had been in existence for the 
veriod of four years under the tariff of 1842, and 
~ produced all the revenue the country required. 
It had given an unprecedented prosperity to all 
branches, manufacturing and agricultural. Money 
was abundant. Labor was well rewarded. Wages 
were sufficiently high to satisfy the laboring peo- 
ple in manufacturing and agricultural employ- 
ments. What were the reasons urged for its 
nbandonment? He would not now enter upon 
them; but he would ask the attention of gentlemen 
to one fact which was 1n conflict with the position 
of the gentleman from Virginia. The effect of the 
changes which had been made had been to depress 
the manufacturing interests in almost every branch. 
He might refer to the testimony which had yes- 
terday been given by a distinguished gentleman 
from Pennsylvania, (Mr. THompson,] who had 
supported the general policy of this Administra- 
tion. That gentleman declared that the iron inter- 
est of Pennsylvania—that great leading interest 
which now employed so much of the industry of 
the country, and which, if developed and sus- 
tained, constituted in itself a source of inexhaustible 
wealth—had been prostrated by the act of 1846. 

The gentleman said that that question had a con- 
trolling influence on the result of the election in 
Pennsylvania. Look at the cotton and woollen 
manufacturing interests. Would any man deny 
that in all these branches there had been the great- 
est embarrassment for a year; that prices had been 
so low that it had been impossible for the manu- 
facturers to sustain themselves against foreign 
competition, and that many of them had been 
under the necessity of suspending business? The 
practical knowledge of many gentlemen on this 
floor would bear out these assertions; and he was 
surprised that any gentleman should venture to 
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in regard to the effect of the law by its opponents | 


had been falsified. They had declared that it 
would break up the manufacturing establishments 
of the country; and although, by the force of cir- 
cumstances, a most unexampled demand (which 
could not be expected to occur again) for our 
breadstufis and other agricultural products, had 
sprung up abroad, which had turned the balance 
of trade in our favor, yet, for the last year, the 
effect had been felt in all parts of the country 
where the people depended upon the success of 
manufacturing and mechanical operations; and 
wherever the manufacturing iuterest was embar- 
rassed, it followed thatthe agricuitural interest must 
to some extent be involved in the same difficulty. 
But it was said that the tariff of 1846 had pro- 
duced an abundant and overwhelming amount of 
revenue, sufficient not only to meet the wants of the 
Government, but furnish a surplus to be applied to 
the paymentof the public deut. He was willing 
to admit thata larger amount had been realized 
than any of them expecfed. But the fact might be 
attributed to the extraordinary causes to which he 
had referred. ‘The President himself admitted that 
our manufacturing interests had in some measure 
been embarrassed, but he attributed the fact to the 
extraordinary fluctuations which gad taken place 
during the past year in foreign countries. Mr. H. 
admitting that these fluctuations had been the 
cause of some embarrassment, proceeded briefly to 
pomtout the eflectof the protective policy in guard- 
ing our people against them, and contended that, 
in the absence of that policy, we must, as an inevit- 
able consequence, experience in an aggravated de- 
gree the evil consequences of these fluctuations 
year afier year. He then referrgd to the price of 
cotton, urging that, instead of advancing the price 
of that or other agricultural productions, the effect 
of the tariff of 1846 had been (especially as to cot- 
ton) to bring them toa lower point than ever. Under 
the tariff ot 1842, cotton had borne a much higher 


price than it had since attained, and the change || ments of the Executive upon the rights of the 


had been decidedly unfavorable to that great inter- 
est of the South. 

He had said that he did not propose to enter 
upon a general discussion of the tariff bill at this 
ume. He had no such design. But he wished to 
direct the attention of gentlemen to these great, 
undeniable facts to which he had referred, in order 
to show the error of the gentleman from Virginia, 
who assumed that the tariff policy of 1846 had 
produced all the beneficial results claimed for it. 
And atany future time, when the subject could be 


appropriately taken up, it would not Le difficult to || 


establish the fact beyond all controversy, that the 
law had produced, and was still producing, the 
very evils which had been anticipated; that all the 
benefits which the country was said to have derived 
from its Operation were imaginary, and that they 
existed only in the theories of gentlemen who attrib- 
uted effects to causes most consistent with their 
preconceived opinions. ;' 

There was another subject which had been re- 
ferred to in the message of the President, to which 
he (Mr. 1.) would advert for a moment, since a | 
gentleman on the other side had asked what pre- 
cise measures the people had intended to pass upon 
at the late election. He (Mr. H.) asserted that, 
at that election, as in the election of 1840, the peo- | 
ple had again repudiated and rejected the scheme 
of finance for the collection, safe-keeping, and dis- 
bursement of, the public money, commonly called 
the sub-treasury. The sub-treasury stood con- 
demned. It was rejected by the people. They 
would have none of it. 

Mr. H. here alluded to the marvelous results 
which, it was said, this scheme had accomplished 
for the people—a scheme which, from the glowing 
and rapturous language in which the President had 
spoken of it, would seem to be the very essence 
of political wisdom. Mr. H. proceeded to argue 
that its operation had been to produce those very 
effects which it professed to avoid. He instanced 
the state of the money market for the past year. 
Had our financial condition been prosperous for 
the pursuits of legitimate and regular business? 
The rate of interest had been extravagantly high | 
in our commercial cities and manufacturing places, 
and business men had been compelled to pay two 
or three times the legal rate of interest, to carr 
on their regular business operations. He alluded, | 
also, in this connection, to the state of uncertainty | 
and alarm in which the banks had been kept by 


assert that the predictions which had been made |, the operation of the system. 


cided that they would not have it, 


| this assertion, he might cite the returns of elec; 
| for members of the existing Congress. The P 


_people’s representatives. 


| lature. 
| never was the design of the great and wise men 
_ who framed our Constitution; and neither they nor 
| the people of the country contemplated that an 
_ Executive could receive the support of the people 
| who would afterwards arrogate to himself powers 
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He believed it to be the deliberate ‘enone a 
the people of the United States that the 


ures should be changed. 
sitions had been deliberately submitted to 
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by the Baltimore Convention. That CONVENtion 


had laid down a platform on which al} ti. 
measures were glued together. The candid ; 
whom they selected, sustained that platfo 
it was understood that if he was elected, he yowi4 
carry out the same glorious policy—tree wade. 
the subtreasury—annexation of foreign territories 
—wars and conquests—opposition to intern 
provements. And tothis éareer of glory there 
was to bean end. All these things were put befor 
the couniry.’ It was to be the same thing oye, 
again, and perpetually. But the people had ¢:. 


it. For the Jast 
two or three years they had been tired and Wearied 
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_of the policy pursued by the Administration, |, 


had not, since the first year of its existence. ¢ 


joyed the confidence of the people. # 


In proof of 
ion 
resi. 
dent came here with a majority in this House 
numbering nearly two to one. Yet at the fret 
opportunity which was presented to the people to 


| speak upon his measures, they returned to ‘this 


House a majority against him. From that day 


to this, the Administration never had enjoyed the 


confidence of the people, notwithstanding the tri. 
umphant tone assumed by the President in the 


| vindication of his measures. 


Mr. H. believed that the opinion of the people, 


_as it had been expressed at this time, would be the 
deliberate judgment of posterity. 


He believed 
that when the course and policy of this Adminis. 


tration should be written down in history; when 


it, should be held up to the examination of our 
people in future time, it would be pronounced one 
of the most mischievous and corrupt administra. 
tions that had ever wielded power. The encroach- 


people, more than anything else, had alienated the 


confidence and regard of the people from. him. 


The President had claimed great merit, and had 


entered into an argument to vindicate the exercise 


of the veto power, in which he had suffered him- 
self so freely to mdulge; and he had gone on, by 


_a formidable display of his logical powers, to prove 
(what had never yet been disputed) that, under 
| certain circumstances, since the power had been 


vested in the Executive, it might be proper to use it. 
But he had gone far beyond the intentions of the 
original.framers of the Constitution, and claimed 


| it to be his duty, on all occasions when the senti- 


ments of Congress differed from his, to place his 
opinions against the deliberate judgment of the 
He assumed that he 
was to judge what Jaws should be enacted— 
considering himself the representative of the whole 
people, to the exclusion of their immediate rep- 
resentatives, elected by themselves in their own 
districts, and sent here, under the Constitution, to 
exercise the legislative power of the nation; and 
he assumed to be a constituent branch of the Legis- 
He (Mr. H.) denied this doctrine. Such 


directly in conflict with all correct ideas of popular 
government. 

He thought that the President had been unfor- 
tunate in the instances he had brought to sustain 
his course in the exercise of this prerogative. 


| What were the instances which, in his judgment, 
_ had made it proper in him to place himself in con- 


flict with the representatives of the people? The 


first bill he had arrested by the exercise of this 


arbitrary prerogative, was an act to provide for the 
payment of claims of our own citizens—claims 
which had been long before Congress—which had 
been deliberately considered, and, which, finally, 
after careful investigation, had passed both Houses 
of Congress. The bill was but an act of justice to 
those who had long been kept out of their rights. 
Congress decided that these claims for French 
spoliations should be paid, as they ought to have 
been paid forty years ago. The question was one 
purely of justice and expediency, belonging to the 
representatives of the people. Yet, upon an iti- 


pression of the President, that it would be incon- 
‘venient to pay the money, or because the claims 
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old and might be suspicious, he decided that 
should not become a law. 

was another subject far more import- 
transcending, in its effects upon the interests 
of the country, almost every other, on which the 
had thought proper to interpose his ar- 
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Saal against the action of Congress. He 
alluded to the appropriations made from time to 
time for the improvement of the great channels of 
commerce in this country, both internal and exter- 
nal. Congress, at almost every session, had passed 
bilis appropriating & portion of the public revenue 
to improve the navigation of the great lakes, rivers, 
and harbors on the seaboard, The appropriations 
which had passed this Congress and the last Con- 
ress for this purpose were precisely of the saine 
character as these which had been passed by every 
preceding Congress for more than twenty-five 
years. Bills of the same character as those which 
had been defeated by the present Executive had 
regeived the sanction of all his predecessors, in- 
cluding General Jackson and Mr. Van Buren; but 
he had assumed to go a long way beyond all the 
olitical abstractionists of his school, and reject 
appropriations of every description for the im- 
roverment of our internal commerce. The biff 
which he had vetoed two years ago, at the session 
of 1846@was confined to unfinished works, which 
had been commenced under the sanction of his 
yedecessors. He would remind the gentleman 
from Illinois [Mr. Wentworth] that the candi- 
date of the Baltimore Convention was pledged to 
this same system, to carry out the same hostility 
to internal improvements, and he thought the 
eople had decided also that they would not have 
a President who would thwart and defeat their 
wishes, and prevent the free action of Congress on 
this subject,as our present Executive had done. It 
would really seem as if the Executive could find no 
constitutional power to expend money upon any 
beneficial work of improvement within the limits of 
the United States. After going beyond our bound- 
aries, after passing over to Mexico, and going 
down to the Isthmus of Panama, his constitutional 
objections were immediately dissipated. We had 
a Constitution under his construction of it whose 
power seemed to increase the very moment it was 
made to operate beyond the sphere for which it 
was originally created. The President saw no dif- 
ficulty in securing the right of making railroads, 
canals, and internal improvements of all kinds, 


but he insisted that they must be somewhere with- | 


out the country. 
prove our great rivers, the harbors on the lakes 
and seaboard, and the navigation of the maritime 
waters, altogether within our Federal jurisdiction, 
he stopped Congress short, year after year, and 
defeated the action of the people through their 
representatives. 


} 


Where it was proposed to im- | 


But he had not intended to go into a full discus- | 


sion of any of these matters. He had thought it 
proper to allude to them, on account of the etforts 
which had been made, not only now, but upon 


'| was originally sent to him. 


former occasions, to convey the idea that the peo- | 


e of this country, in the exercise of their own 
igh power and privilege of electing their Chief 
Magistrate, and deciding what policy should pre- 
vail in the administration of the Government, had 
been carried away by mere blind freak and pas- 
sion, without having any settled purpose. If gen- 


tlemen on the other side had any such idea, he | 


could assure them, as much as they admired the 
people of this country—and they professed to be 


the especial admirers of the people—that they had | 


entirely mistaken the popular character. 


THE 


/son, who signed the bank bill of 1816. 


longer be restrained in its exercise. They had 
determined, at the same time, to put an end ‘to the 
Executive usurpation of the war power, to putan 
end to conquest—to the false, dazzling, detusive 
career of glory which had been opened before our 
people, by those who were ready and eager upon 
all occasions to engage in * inevitable”? war, as if 
that was the only way by which we were to work 
out our ** manifest destiny.’’ All these things had 
entered as elements intothe canvass. He believed, 
that with reference to them all, we should see a 
new order of things. He anticipated, from that 
honest, incorruptible patriot who had been elected 
by the free suifrages of the people, a hearty co- 
operation, a ready conformity, to the will and 
wishes of the people upon all these great ques- 
tions; that he would carry out the true intent and 
design of the Constitution under which we live— 
that the laws shall be made by the people, through 
their representatives in Congress, and shall be ad- 
ministered in good faith by the Executiye depart- 
ment of the Government. 

He wished to refer, for a single moment, to the 
instance,whieh was alluded to in this very message, 
from which the President attempted to show the 
propriety of the exercise of the veto power. He | 
(the President) was not satisfied with touching 
upon questonsg@hich had been before the country 
during his Administration; but he had gone out of 
the way to consider a question which, for some 
years past, if not ‘*obsolete,’’ had been entirely 
removed from public discussions, and had occupied 
no considerable share of public attention—he al- 
luded to the question of a United States bank. He 
believed it had not been proposed by any party 
to establish a national bank since the present Ex- 
ecutive came into power, and he supposed it was 
notatall probable he would be called, before the 
expiration of his term of office, to give his assent 
to any such measure. Yet he (the President) 
could not satisly himself in this fareweil legacy to 
thé country without going outof his way to amuse 
Congress and the people with a labored argument + 
against the constituuionality of a bank ef the Uni- 
ted States, taking care, at the same time, to impute 
to all those who differed with him the most un- 
worthy motives. He entered into an argument 
which, a few years ago, would have been very 


fitting in Tammany Hall; but even in the discus- 


sion®of party clubs in this country the subject 
had passed out of view; yet it was revived with 
all the freshness of novelty by this retring Presi- 
dent, who referred to Washington, who signed the 
first bill to charter a national bank, and to Madi- 
p These 
Presidents, he told us, had serious doubts in their 


own minds as to the constitutionality of a bank; || 


' indeed, he said that Washington, in his individual 


opinions, doubted the existence of this power in the 


Government; that his original opinion was against |, 


| it; and that he went so fur as to engage Mr. Madi- 


son to frame a message respecting the bill, which 
Well, he (Mr. H.) 
thought, if the President had studied the philoso- 


| phy of his own precedent, he would have seen 


| that it furnished the strongest argument which | 


could be adduced in favor of a spirit of deference 


| on the part of the Executive to the Legislative 


| branch of the Government. 


General Washington 
had doubts;. his individual opinions might be, as 
they probably were, rather against the existence of 


|| this power; yet he decided, as every wise and patri- 


they desired, and what it was they were doing, | 
when they had accomplished that great change of | 


rulers which was about to restore this Government 
to its original purity, and to carr 


better days of the Republic. They had decided 


to put an end to Executive encroachments and Ex- | 


ecutive corruption. They had decided to put an 
end to all those theories which had operated so 


us back to ‘the || 


oppressively upon the industry of the country— | 


to the free-trade policy, and the sub-treasury, by 


which the circulating medium of the country was | 


actually excluded from all the operations of the 
treasury. They had determined that this great 
indispensable power, so important to all the pro- 


ducing sections of our country—the appropriation | 


of the public moneys for the facilitating and pro- 
motion of commerce, for removing the obstruc- 
tions which impeded our navigation—should no 


\| should be referred. 


otic man would do, that while there were doubts 
in his mind, the will of the people, through their 


| legislative organs, should prevail; and he sanc- 


The American people knew full well what it was || tioned the bill. 


That was the wise decision to 
which General Washington and Mr. Madison 


arrived: they yielded their own constitutional 
_ scruples in deference to the will of the people, de- 


clared thrpugh their representatives. He (Mr. 
H.% believed that we had elected another President 
now, (and he hoped we should elect. such during 
all time,) who would be animated by the same 
elevated, patriotic spirit. He trusted we should 
see no more of this race of, self-sufficient, all- 
sufficient Presidents, who considered themselves 
wiser and better qualified to judge what was for 
the benefit of the people than their own repre- 
sentatives. 

Before taking his seat, he had a single word to 
say upon the immediate subject under discussion. 


He did not consider it very material to which of | 


the two committees this portion of the message 
It was hardly probable that a 
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revision of our present tariff system would be car- 
ried into effect at the present session of Congress; 
but he believed it would be one of the first, if not 
the very first act which would be passed by the 
new Congress. The most that could be done, per- 
haps, at this session, was to refer the subject to a 
committee where it would be thoroughly mvesti- 
gated, and from whom a proper report would be 
presented, showing the operauion and effect of the 
tariff policy now in force. The tariff of 1846 should 
be thoroughly discussed and examined at this ses- 
sion of Congress. The sophistries and fallacies 
which were contained in this message of the Pres- 
ident, and which were so well calculated to delude 
the people who had not the opportunity to investi- 
gate it thoroughly for themselves, should be ex- 
posed by a committee of this House; and he 
thought it would be eminently proper to place this 
subject before a committee who, at the proper 
time, should make a full, candid, fair report, pre- 
senting the entire merits of this subject, meeting 
the views of the President in a proper spirit, and 
placing the question on those grounds where, soon- 
er or later, it must stand. gtie doubted very much 
whether the Committee of Ways and Means, in 
the great multitude of their engagements, and un- 
der the heavy labors which had already been de- 
volved upen them, would have the time to insti- 
tute the necessary investigation, and make the 
elaborate report which the subject required. 

He was therefore in favor of sending that portion 


| of the message to the Committee on Manufactures. 


He did not know for what other purpose the Com- 
mittee on Manufactures was organized: unless this 
subject, so far as its bearing on industry was con- 
cerned, should be referred to them, it struck him 
that the House might as well dispense altogether 
with this committee. Bya rule of the House, the 
Committee on Manufactures was one of the stand- 
ing committees of this House, but it had no duty 
to perform except this or some similar subject were 
specifically referred to them. He thought the 
present a suitable occasion to send the question to 
acommittee who would investigate it, and present 
a full and satisfactory report, which should be laid 
before the country, and should counteract the ex- 
isting erroneous influences upon public opinion, 


| giving to all men the necessary means of forming 


a correct and deliberate opinion on the subject. 
Mr. BROWN, of Mississippi, ob.ained the floor, 


| and yielded, 


And, on motion of Mr. McCLERNAND, the 


committee rose, 
And the House adjourned. 





PETITIONS, ETC. 
The following petitions and meworiald*were presented 
under the rule, and referred: 


By Mr. STROHM: The petition of Henry Bullman and 
John Borgstrom, discharged recruits, praying that bounty 
land and exty pay may be allowed to them, and ail others 
similarly situated: reterred to the Committee on Revolu- 
tionary Pensions. Also, the petition of Jacob Wareseh, late 
of the marine corps, praying that bounty land and extra pay 
may be granted to Him and all others*sunilarly situated: re- 
ferred to the Committee on Revolutionary Pensions. Also, 
the petition of Lorenzo Poelzel, a discharged soldier, pray- 
ing for a pension on account of his disability to labor: re- 


* 


| ferred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions. 


By Mr. A. JO\iINSON: The petition and other papers of 
Mr. John Kenbaugh, of Green county, Tennessee, asking 
Congress to place him on the roll of invalid pensioners: 
referred to the Committee on [nvalid Pensions. Also, the 
applicationjof Mr. Nathaniel Wills, of Washington county, 
Tennessee, to be placed on the roll of invalid pensioners : 
referred to the Committee on Invalid Pensions, 

By Mr. BOWLIN: The petition of Peter A. Carnes, 
praying to be indemnified for losses eustained by him whilst 
a sutler in the army, in consequence of irregular orders of 
the War Department, and to be protected in his office of 
forage and wagon-master: referred to the Committee on 


| Claims, 


By Mr. HARMANSON : The petitigns of M. McIntyre and 


| R, Benjamin. 


—_—— 


The following Committees were on Tuesday 
announced by the Speaker: 


Committee on Rules. 
Mr. Truman Smith, Mr. Julius Rockwell, 


Mr. Caleb B. Smith, Mr. Geo. $. Houston, 


Mr. Jenkins, 
Mr. Brady. 


Mr. Howell Cobb, 
Mr. Chapman, 
Mr. Cabell, 


Committee on the Pubtication of the Journals of the 


House. 
Mr. McLane, Mr. Wallace, 
Mr. Toombs, Mr. Collamer, 


| Mr. Ashmun, 
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IN SENATE. 
Tuvrspay, December 21, 1848. 

Mr. Sevastian, from Arkansas, appeared in 
his place. 

Mr. ATCHISON presented the credentials of 
the Hon. Wui.iam K. Senastian, elected a Sen- 
ator from the State of Arkansas, for the term of 
six years from the 4th of March next. 

The credentials having been read, Mr. Sepas- 
TIAN was qualified accordingly. 

PETITIONS. 

Mr. HUNTER presented the petition of John 
B. White, asking for a pension due to his father, 
who wes an officer of the Revolution; which was 
referred tothe Committee on Re volutionary ¢ ‘aims. 

Mr. UPIPTAM presented the petition of John 
Dickey and 130 other citizens of Vermont, asking 
for the establishment of a new post route; which 
was referred to the Committee on the Post Office 
and Post Roads. 

Mr. { NDERWOOD pre sented the petition of 
the administrator of the late Major Weed, asking 
for the settlement of his accounts on equitable 
principles; which was referred to the Committee 
on Claims. 

Mr. DICKINSON presented the petition of 
Hueh W. Dobbin, asking remuneration for mili- 
tary services; which was refeired to the Committee 
on Military Affairs. 

On motion of Mr. DICKINSON, the papers of 
this petiti ner were taken from the files and re- 
ferred to the same committee. 

Mr. YULEE presented a communication from 
the vestry and wardens of the Episcopal church at 
Saint Augu tine, remonstrating against a claim for 
a lot of ground, set up by N. Madeore, Catholic 
Viear General of Florida; which was referred to 
the Committee on Private Land Claims. 

On motion of Mr. KING, the petition and papers 
in the ease of C. G. Gunter, were taken from the 
files and referred to the Committee on Private Land 
Claims. 

On mofion of Mr. FELCH, the petition of 
Thomas L. L. Brent was taken from the files and 
referred to the Committee on Foreign Relations. 


BILL ON LEAVE. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, pursuant to notice, asked 
and obtained leave to introduce a bill for the relief 
of Theodore Offutt; which was read a first and 
second time, and referred to the Committee on 
Claims. e 

° CLERK TO A COMMITTEE. 

Mr. JQHNSON, of Louisiana, moved that the 
Committee on, Pensions have leave to employ a 
clerk, 

Mr. JOHNSON stated that such was the accu- 
mulation of business before the Committee on 
Pensions, as to render it impracticable for the 
committee to dispense with the services ‘of a clerk. 

The motion was agreed to. 


‘MOTIONS. 

On motion of Mr. KING, the bill to granta right 
of way and a donation of public lands to the States: 
of Alabama and Florida, for making a railroad 
from Montgomery, in the State of Alabama, to 
Pensacola, in Florida, and from thence to the 
waters of the Tensaw river,on Mobile Bay, in the 
State of Alabama, was taken up and referred to 
the Committee on Publie Lands. 

On motion of Mr. WESTCOTT, the bill was 
taken from the table and reinstated on the calendar. 

On motion of Mr. CORWILN, the bill for the 
relief of Cadwalader Wallace was taken from the 
table, and reinstated among the general orders on 
the calendar. 

On motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Louisiana, 
the Senate proceeded to consider the bill to autho- 
rize the Secretary of the ‘Treasury, with the ap- 
probation of the Attorney General, to purchase 
for the United States the interest of Balie Peyton 
in the tract of land on which the lighthouse stands 
at the Southwest Pass, at the mouth of the Mis- 
sissippi river. 

On motion of Mr. J., the bill was postponed 
until Wednesday next, and was made the special 
order for that day. a 


REPORT OF COMMITTEE. 
Mr. DIX, from the Committee on Military 


Affairs, reported the bill redrganizing the pay de- 
partment of the army, with amendments. 


PANAMA RAILROAD. 

Mr. CAMERON rose to ask the Senator from 
Illinois if there would be any objection in post- 
poning the further consideration of the bill to give 
compensation in aid of the construction of a rail- 
road across the Isthmus of Panama? He desired 


to be absent until after the holidays, and he hoped | 


the bill would not be taken up unul after his re- 
turn. t 

Mr. DOUGLAS replied that the Senator from 
Missouri, [Mr. Benron,] who had more particu- 
larly the charge of the bill, was not in his seat; 
but he presumed the parties interested would not 
object to a delay. He would therefore name 
Tuesday week for the consideration of the bill. 

The adverse report of the Committee on Revo- 
lutionary Claims, on the petition of Gustavus C. 
Hamer, was taken up, and, on motion of Mr. 
Jonnson, of Louisiana, was laid on the table for 
the present, 

Mr. CLAYTON moved to reconsider the vote 
by which. the adverse report on the petition of 
Arnold Naudain was yesterday concurred in. 

The motion lies over for consideration. 


COLLECTION DISTRICT IN NEW YORK. 
On motion of Mr. DIX, the Sena proceeded to 
consider the bill to establish a collection district in 


New York; which was read a third time, and 
passed. 


' c j > ; ¥ i} . ’ 
On motion of Mr. DIX, the title was amended || squadron, the then Lieutenant Stephen Decatur, 


to read, ** An act to extend certain privileges to the 
town of Whitehall, in the State of New York.” 


RESOLUTIONS. 

The following resolution, submitted yesterday 
by Mr. Nives, was taken up, and agreed to: 

Resolved, That the Secretary of the Treasury inform the 
Senate what construction has been given to the revenue act 
of 1846, in respect to duties accruing and collected on im- 
portatious on whieh a bounty is paid on their exportation by 
any foreign country; and particularly, whether the amount 
of such bounty has been deducted from the invoice or valu- 
ation of such imports at the place from whence imported. 


On motion of Mr. BRIGHT, it was 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate (if in his opinion 
not compatible with the public service) a copy of the de- 
spatches transmitted to the Secretary of State in August Jast, 
by the resident Minister at Rio Janeiro, in reference to the 
service aud general conduct of Commodore G. W. Storer, 
commander-in-chief of the United States naval forces on 
the coast of Brazil. 


On motion of Mr. CLARKE, it was 

Resolved, That the President of the United States be re- 
quested to communicate to the Senate a list of all weaties 
of reciprocity in navigation, which have been concluded 
between the United States and other nations, with the date 
of the execution of each. Also, a statement of the trade and 
commerce of such nations, respectively, together with the 
population of each, and the effect of such treaties, conepar- 
atively, upon the commerce and navigation of the United 
States. 


On motion of Mr. NILES, it was 


Resolved, That the Postmaster General be directed to 
communicate to the Senate a eopy of the report to him 
made by 8. R. Hobbie, Assistant Postmaster General, 


CAPTORS OF THE PHILADELPHIA. 
Mr. YULEE. I have been requested to ask the 
Senate to take up, though not in its order, a bill 


for the relief of the captors of the frigate Philadel- 
phia,at Tripoli. It is a case of long standing, and 


a very meritorious one. It should therefore be | 


acted on very speedily. 

The bill was taken up accordingly, and read and 
considered as in Committee of the Whole. It pro- 
poses to give the sum of $100,000, under the di- 
rection of the Secretary of the Navy, to the officers 
and crew of the ketch Intrepid, commanded by 
Stephen Decatur, who were engaged in the capture 
and destruction of the frigate Philadelphia, in the 
harbor of Tripoli, on the 16th February, 1804, to 
be distributed pro rata among the officers and crew, 
according to the rates fixed by the 6th section of 
the act of A pril 23d, 1800, for the better govetn- 
ment of the navy of the United States. The sum 
specified in the bill appears to have been regarded 
as one half of the estimated value of the frigate. 

At the request of several Senators, the report 
made by Mr. Yuree, from the Committee on 
Naval Affairs, on the 10th of August last, on this | 
subject, was read by the Secretary. The facts' 
therein stated are memorable in our history. Du-— 
ring our contentions for the freedom of navigation 
of the Mediterranean, and after the war with 
Tripoli had commenced, a small squadron, under 
the command of Commodore Preble, (the United’ 
States frigate Constitution being the flag ship,) 
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Dec. 2] 
—_— ss ’ 
was despatched by our Government for the ».. 
vose of carrying on hostilities against that des... 
Pune, and bring it to terms, — "aa 

The United States frigate Philadelphia, one os 
the squadron commanded by Captain Bainbyidy, 
when cruising off the harbor of Tripoli, stp, 
upon the rocks lying in the immediate vicinity,» 
the fortifications, and was stranded. — Findipo . 
impossible, after using every exertion, to cer og 
his vessel, or to resist the overwhelming force o¢ 
the enemy, Captain Bainbridge was forced to g)... 
render, and his officers and men were made prison. 
ers, and removed to the dungeons of the city foy. 
ifications. The frigate, subsequently, was got og 
the rocks by the Tripolitans, having sustained burt 
little injury, and was moored by them within 
pistol-shot of the Tripolitan navy, manned anq 
made ready for sea. More than one hundred 
pieces of heavy cannon were mounted on board o° 
the different vessels of the Tripolitans, manned jy 
upwards of one thousand seamen; and the whale 
lay within the immediate protection of formidals 
land batteries, consisting of one hundred and fitter) 
pieces of heavy artillery, and within sight of » 


Struck 


| farce of twenty thousand troops, stationed in the 


city and its vicinity. 
The loss of this fine frigate and her noble crew 


| was most seriously felt, and proved a great detri. 


ment to the American squadron, in carrying op 
efficient operations against an active enemy. 
Under these circumstances, so annoying to our 


conceived the bold idea of recapturing the Philp. 


delphia with his vessel, the United States schooner 


| Enterprise, which he then commanded, and com- 


| municated his plan of operation to Commodore 


Preble. 
The Commodore was fully impressed with the 


| importance of so daring an act, approved the plan, 


and accepted the ofler of Lieutenant Decatur’s 
services, But, sensible that success must depend 
on the secrecy, celerity, and gallantry of its exe- 
cution, and that an attempt to bring out the frigate, 
if captured, would, in all probability, be attended 
with too great hazard and loss of life, gave peremp- 
tory orders to set fire, after capture, to every ac- 
cessible part of the frigate; and, after ‘* blowing out 
her bottom,” to abandon her. ’ 

In compliance with this permission and his 
orders, Lieutenant Decatur manned a small ketch, 
of about sixty tons, (which he had recently cap- 
tured, and was named by Commodore Preble the 
** Intrepid,”) with seventy officers and men, volun- 
teers from his*own vessel, and sailed from Syra- 
cuse, where the American squadron lay, on the 
3d February, 1804. 

He had an unusually stormy passage, and arrived 
on the 16th following off the coast. After perfecting 
all his arrangements, he ran, after dark, into the 
harbor of Tripoli, disguising his movements as 
much as possible, to deceive the enemy, by whom 
he was observed and suspected; and at about 10 
p. m. lay his vessel boldly alongside the Phiffdel- 
phia, boarded and carried her, sword in hand, in 
the most gallant style, after a severe though short 
conflict On the decks of the frigate, in which 
upwards of twenty of the enemy were slain, and 
the rest driven below or overboard. 

The capture was made with such gallant daring, 
and with so many concurring favoring circun- 
stances, that, in the opinion of many, the frigate 
could have been easily carried out of the harbor, 
and again added to the American squadron. But 
the peremptory orders of Commodore Preble for- 
bade such an attempt; and, after deliberately setting 
her on fire, as directed in his instructions, and re- 
maining on board * until the fire had communicated 
to the rigging and tops,’’ Decatur abandoned her 
to her fate, bringing off his whole crew, under 
a heavy fire from the batteries and shipping, with- 
out the loss of a man, (having but one slightly 


wounded,) and rejoined the American squadron. 


Mr. KING. I would ask the chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs whether a bill making 
an allowance of a considerable sum of money ' 
some of the individuals under the claim now pro- 
posed to be allowed, has not already been paid 

Mr. YULEE. No, sir. Several favorable re- 
ports have been made, and several bills have been 
reported to Congress, but they have anes failed 
of passage, on account of the contest that has been 
going on with respect to the distribution of prize- 
money. The contest arose from the fact that the 


vessel had not the usual quota of officers on board; 
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and the officers in command claim that they should 
receive the whole amount which would have been 
siowed’ had the vessel been fully officered. ‘T hey 
1d thus have received a larger proportion of 
would th , ‘ 

the prize-emoney than they were justly entitled to. 
The present committee have been endeavoring to 
bring this struggle to a close by aduping a new 
scheme for the distribution of the prize-money, 
ander which the men and inferior officers will 
-eeive a much larger proportion of the prize-money 
than they have heretofore expected. It is indeed 
, case of high merit, and one that would have been 
settled long ago but for the claims set up by the 
representatives of Commodore Decatur. 

Mr. KING. I suppose there is not a member 
af this body who is not prepared to give full credit 
+ all—particularly to the commanding ofiicer— 
who were engaged in this enterprise. It was cer- 
tainly one of the most brilliant ever undertaken, 
and in consequence of the gallantry evinced by al! 
soneerned in the expedition, Commodore Decatur 
and the officers under him received very rapid pro- 
motion. I recollect the case well. It has been 
before Congress many years, and was not brought 
forward at an earlier period because Decatur was 
not the man to present it. He, as well as all the 
oficers connected with him, regarded their pro- 
motions somewhat in the light of remuMeration, 
in regard to allowing the offiéers one-half the 
amount of the value of the vessel captured, that 
principle was adopted in order to secure to our 
naval officers an appropriate reward, in cases of 
vessels destroyed because of their crippled state at 
sea, or because they could not be brought into port 
for fear of capture by the enemy. ‘This rule pre- 
yailed for some time, though it was ultimately dis- 
revarded. If 1 am not very much mistaken, the 
honorable Senator from Florida [Mr. Youre] ts in 
error as to the statement of an allowance having 
been made to any of these parties whose claim is 
now before us. I would ask the Secretary if a 
law was not passed some years ago, giving a con- 
siderable amount of money to Susan, widow of 
Commodore Decatur, in céns®quence of certain 
claims put forth by her, and arising out of the 
destruction of the frigate Philadelphia? 

Mr. YULEE. It was some other claim, sir. 

Mr. KING. I am under the impression that 
such is the fact; but, at any rate, it is a matter 
worthy of inquiry whether we have not acted upon 
this subject before; and whether a partial, if not a 
general allowance has not been made to some of 
these officers? 


a 


inquired into. 
man on this floor in rewarding our officers and 
seamen for gadlantry and good conduct, upon any 
and every occasion, when we have the opportunity. 
A more meritorious officer than Stephen Decatur 
never served any country under the sun. The 
officers associated with him were men who distin- 
guished themselves not only upon that occasion, but 
subsequently upon other occasions; and, although 
[ am disposed to act liberally towards them, | am 
not inclined to pass thig bill without first knowing 
whether they have not already been compensated 
in some degree by the Government. | do not allude 
now to the fact of their promotion, but to a bill for 
their compensation. 

Mr. HALE. I would call the attention of the 
chairman of the Committee on Naval A flairs to the 
facts in this case, as I have gathered them from 


the public newspapers. This claim has been before | 
Congress as long as I have been in the habit of | 


reading newspapers. I recollect the fact alluded 
to bythe Senator from Alabama. This claim was 
originated before Congress some twenty years ago, 
and failed to pass. Soon after the failure of this 
specific bill,- there was introduced into Congress, 
and it became a law, a bill for the distribution of 
the naval penston fund, which made most ex- 


travagant and extraordinary appropriations to the | 
Under the operation of 


widows of naval officers. 
this bill the navaP fund was soon dissipated and 
entirely wasted. I think it will be found that under 
thatact Mrs. Decatur received more than four times 
the amount to which she would be entitled under 
the present bill. That general law having entirely 
dissipated the naval pension fund, we*are now 
obliged to make appropriations from the treasury 
to meet such cases as are now renewed and asked 
for in the passage of this bill. I trust, if the bill 
be permitted to lie over a few days, the honorable 


chairman of the Committee on Naval Affairs will | 


I think the honorable Senator had | 
better allow the bill to lie over.till the facts can be | 
lam prepared to go as far as any | 


. this order she might have been preserved. 
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be able to state to the Senate how much the widow 
of Commodore Decatur has actually received under 
the act for the distribution of the naval pension 
fund. 

Mr. BADGER. I agree with the Senator from 
Alabama [Mr. Kine] that if Government has here- 
tofore paid all or any portion of these claimadts, 
they ought not to be paid again. [think the Sen- 
ator will find that no payment has at any time been 
made with reference to the claim upon which 
we are now called upon to act. [t se ems proper 
though, and | hope the honorable chairman of the 
Committee on Naval Affairs will yield to the sug- 
gestion, that the bill should not pass without full 
Opportunity for investigation. I take this oppor- 
tunity, however, to say, that [ know of no event 
in the history of the American arms so worthy of 
the attention of our countrymen as the exploit of 
the noble and heroie little band who engaged in 
the destruction of this vessel. And if they had not 
heretoffre received the just pecuniary compensa- 
tion to which they were entitled, | consider it only 
proves that Congress ought not to suffer this debt 
to remain longer unpaid; the payment of it, in fact, 
has been already too long delayed for the credit of 
the Government. 

A. word in reference to the suggestion of the 
Senator from New Hampshire. He is mistaken 
in supposing that the allowance to Mrs. Decatur, 
under the act passed by Congress by which the 
distyibution of the naval pension fund was made, 
has anything to do with the case now under con- 
sideration by the Senate. ‘That act, or the allow- 
ance under that act, has nothing to do with this 
claim. ; 

Mr. YULEE. Undoubtedly the Senator from 
Alabama is mistaken in his impression that there 
has been already a part payment of this claim. I 
am willing, in accordance with the general rule, 
that the bill should lie over tll he can satisfy him- 
self on this point, I feel quite sure that he will 
find himself mistaken as to the impression resting 
upon his mind: however, that impression existing, 
the bill ought to lie over until Senators shall be 
satisfied with respect to it—to be taken up again 
at the earliest period practicable. 

While L am up, I would say that I apprehend 
the Senator is mistaken in reference to the practice 
of Congress in cases of this description; and, in 
order that this case may not pass off, leaving an 
incorrect impression upon the minds of Senators, 
I will call the attertion of the Senate to precedents 
which will remove any doubtin relationtoit. ‘The 
committee who have had this case under examina- 
tion have decided in the former reports they have 
made, that it was in accordance with long-contin- 
ued and well-established precedents in the legisla- 
tion of the country to allow claims of this charac- 
ter. These precedents will be found in the volume 
of Naval Laws; and if the Senator will refer to 
them, he will find that they completely establish 
the practice of the Government in reference to cases 
of this description. He is mistaken in supposing 
that a meritorious reward has not always been 
allowed in cases of the destruction of captured 
vessels, whether destroyed or brought into port. 
On the contrary, such allowance of reward has 
always been made, In this particular instance, the 
destruction was carried on by the express command 
of Commodore .Preble, who apprehended, owing 
to the extreme hazard of the enterprise, and the 
necessary exposure to which it would subject the 
lives of the crew, that the attempt to bmng the 
Philadelphia into harbor would prove a failure. 
Nevertheless, it has been found, upon examination 
of the papers of his associate officers, that but for 
Here 
are two laws, passed in quick succession, in the 
year 1813, which establish the precedents to which 
1 have aliuded. The first is an act rewarding the 
officers and crew of the frigate Constitution, and 
the officers and crew of the Wrap, and others. It 
authorizes the President of the United States to 
have distributed as prize money to Captain Isaac 
Hull, of the frigate Constitution, his officers and 


crew,.the sum of $50,000, for the capture and de- | 


strection of the British frigate Guerriere; and the 


like sum in like manner to Captain William Bain- | 


bridge, his officers and crew, for the capture and 
destruction of the British frigate Java; and the sum 
of $25,000 in like manner to Captain Jacob Jones, 
of the sloop of war Wasp, his officers and ‘crew, 
fer the capture of the British sloop of war Frolic; 
and the sum of $125,000 was appropriated thereby 
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for these purposes. This act was approved March 
3, 1813. Senators will find it on pages 175-6, of 
the volume of Naval Laws. 

The second act to which I have referred wil! be 
found on page 176 of the same work.. It is entitled 
** An act to reward the officers and crew of the sloop 
of war Hornet, and Lieutenant Elliott and his offi- 
cers and companions; and it authorizes the Presi- 
dent of the United States to have distributed as 
prize money, to Captain James Lawrence, late of 
the sloop of war Hornet, his officers and crew, or 
their widows and children; the sum of 625,000, 
for the capture and destruction of the Briush brig 
Peacock; and to Lieutenant Elliott and his officers 
and companions, or their widows and children, the 
sum of $12,000, for the eapture and destruction of 
the British brig Detroit: and the sum of 437,000 
was thereby appropriated for those purposes. 

Flere are five or six precedents, under two single 
acta, in succession, and, upon reference, there 
might be found a dozen others. 

A word in regard to another point which may 
he calculated to awaken pre judices against this bill. 
The Senator refers not only to what Deratur’s 
widow has received under a ertain provision of 
law, but also to the rapid promotion of Decatur 
himself. It may be true that Decatur was rapidly 
promoted, but ce rtainly not beyond his merits. ft 
may be true, also, that his widow received a con- 
siderable amount of money, but it was for the 
pension due her under the general law. This bill 
comes now before the Senate upon the petition of 
the steward of the vessel, 10 volunteered and 
acted as a sailor an this occasion, and the petition 
ofa poor worn-out old sailorjat the navy-yard. It 
is not on the petition of the officers commanding 
when the prize was destroyed, but on the applica 
tion of ghe seamen, whose claim comes to us in the 
character of adebt, the payment of which has been 
delayed for so many years on account of the strag- 
gle amongst the officers fora larger share of the 
prize money than they were entitled to under the 
prize act. The committee have adopted the prize 
actas the rule of distribution, which ac@ogds to the 
men a larger proportion of the prize money than 
the officers would have been inclined to give them, 
The application comes from the men; and if the 
Senate choose to exclude the officers from any 
participation in the distribution proposed, it should 
at least do justice to the men. 

Mr. KING. Ido not intend to consume the 
time of the Senate; I merely wish for the inform- 
ation which the honorable Senator has proposed 
to afford. I know, sir, that during the late war 
with Great Britain there were many cases, some 
of which he has cited, in which we departed from 
what we considered the correct course, and allowed 
salvage to the captors of vessels which could not 
be brought into port on account of their crippled 
state, or for fear of their falling into the hands of 
the enemy. But the principle upon which the 
Government acted was to allow for prize money 
one-half the amount of the value of the prize ves- 
sel only when brought into port. 

Mr. YULEE. I would ask when that prece- 
dent was established? During the war of 1813 I 
know ‘of no such precedent 

Mr. KING. Lam referring to vessels captured 
in the war with Great Britain. It was apprehend- 
ed that some of them would fall again into the 
hands of the enemy, and, in conseguence, a suit- 
able reward was made for their destruction; but 
the reasons for these cases appear on the statute 
book, and do not constitute a precedent. I was 
aware, as I before stated, that a bill had been 
passed allowing compensation to one of these 
claimants. That bill, I find, is a joint resolution, 
and passed on the 3d cf March, 1837; and it gives 
to the widow of, Stephen Decatur, to be paid out 
of the navy fund, a pension for five years; and 
another act was passed on the 30th of June, 1537, 
allowing to her the pay of a post-captain. 

[Mr. K. here read the acts referred to. | 

This pension bill, as | understand it, was passed 
at that time in consequence of her pecwiar situa- 
tion, and because of this claim on account of the 
gallant end meritorious services of her husband. 
But was it usual to allow pensions to the widows 
of officers not destroyed in the service? The Sen- 
ator will say no. 

Mr. YULEE. I will answer the Senator on that 
particular point. The legislation of the country 
has been devious and fluctuating in this particular, 
Sometimes the law has allowed pensions to the 
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widows of officers who have died in service in 
consequence of wounds, and sometimes to the 
widows of those dying a natural death; but now 
the benefit of pensions is extended to the widows 
of all officers who die in consequence of the ex- 
traordinary vicissitudes of the service. Whatever 
may have been the reason which has induced 
Congress to pass laws which may have thus con- 
flicted, it is certain that a law allowing to the 
widows of deceased officers a pension cannot be 
pleaded as an offset against the payment of a debt 
due to officers and men as the captors of a prize 
vessel, I say debt due, because what has been 
an established and regular practice in such cases 
shonld be regarded als a certainty, upon which all 
enzavged in the public service may rely. I do not 
think it proper, or politic, or even legal, to dis- 
regard the established practice of Government in 
any particular case, Every rule of practice of this 
description has some good end in view; and those 
who direct their energies toward the accomplish- 
ment of the end ought to receive the benefit of the 
rule. Under this invariable practice of the Gov- 
ernment, [cannot but regard this prize money as 
a debt due by the Government to these men. The 
rule should be observed with respect to these men, 
as it has been towards all other captors of prize 
vessels. Ido not know that there is a single pre- 
cedent to the contrary. If the Senator knows of 


one, | wish he would cite it. I have no objections | 


to the postponement. 

No amendment being offered to the bill, it was 
reported to the Senftte, when, the question being 
upon the engrossment— 

Mr. LLALE demanded the yeas and nays, which 
were ordered, 

Mr. BREESE again called for the reading of 
the bill; and it was read. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I would be glad if this 
matter could’lie over for a few days.. The claim 
is a very stale one, originating many years back. 
For one, | should like to know a little more about 
it. Lam inclined to vote for the bill as at present 
advised; but for the purpose of getting some more 
verfect and satisfactory information upon the sub- 
ject, | hope that, for the present, it will be allowed 
to lie over. 

Mr. YULEE. IL have no objection to its being 
passed over informally. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD, 
poned until to-morrow. 

The question was taken upon the postponement, 
and agreed to. 


PRIVATE CALENDAR. 

The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the bill for the relief of Frederick Dawson, Fred- 
erick Schott, and Elisha D. Whitney; which, on 
motion of Mr. JOHNSON, of Maryland, was 
passed over for the present. 


I move that it be post- 


The Senate proceeded to the consideration of 
the House bill for the relief of Calvin Emmons, 
reported from the Committee on Patents and the 
Patent Office, 

Mr. WESTCOTT. In relation [to this bill, I 
will observe, that I desire to offer a slight amend- 
ment to it, but have not at this moment in my 
possession a paper which it is necessary for me to 
have in order to enable me to do so. Since the 
bill was reported, Mr. Emmons has died, and it 
will be necessary that there should be a provision 
for the payment of the money to the executor or 
administrator, whose name I am not now in pos- 
session of. I therefore ask that the bill be passed 
ly informally, or that the further consideration be 
postponed until to-morrow. 

The bill was accordingly postponed. 


The Senate proceeded, as in Committee of the 
Whole, to the consideration of the House bill for 
the relief of Colonel Robert Wallitce, aid-de-camp 
to General William Hull; which was reported to 
the Senate without amendment. 

The question being on ordering the bill to a third 
reading, a division was called for, 

Mr. BRIGHT objected:to the passage of the 
bill; he desired that it should be passed over. 

Mr. UNDERWOOD. I regret very much to 
see any opposition manifested to the passage of 
this bill. The petitioner, who is a ¢itizen of Ken- 
tucky, | knowto be in great need of the adowance. 
He ts an aged man, and there is no doubt about 
his having rendered the services as stated in the 
report. Why then refuse to grant the allowance ? 


The claim has been passed upon by the committee | 
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upon the testimony of General Cass, General Jes- 
up, and others, and I hope there will be no obstacle 
now thrown in the way. At all events, if there is 
opposition, the grounds of that opposition should 
be stated. The testimony is of such a nature as 
ought to be satisfactory. 

Mr. BRIGHT. If it is desirable that objection 
should be stated, I will state what my objections 
are. This is one of that class of cases which seems 
to depend upon thgir antiquity for their success. If 
the claim had any intrinsic merit, | have no doubt 
it would have been paid long since. One hundred 
and eighty dollars is claimed as the price of a horse. 
This, it strikes me, is an exorbitant sum. The 
whole claim is just one of that kind that ought 
never to be entertained by Congress. 

Mr. BUTLER. I am not aware of any princi- 
ple upon which payment for ahorse can be claimed. 
Perhaps the Senator from Kentucky can furnish 
some light in regard to that point. It may be 
all right, but | confess I know of no such princi- 

le. P 


Mr KING. Let the bill lie over. 


Mr. UNDERWOOD. I have no objection that | 
it should lie over, but I will state to the gentleman | 
over the way that there was a bill passed, | belieye, | 


at the last session of Congress providing for the 


payment for property Jost in the late war with | 


Mexico, horses included, which is precisely estab- 
lishing the principle that is doubted by the gentle- 
man, and that is. proposed to be pursued 1n this 
case by paying the aid of General Hull for the 
horse he lost. A bill of that sort certainly passed 


one if not both Houses of Congress last session. | 
However, I have no obje@tion that this bill should | 


be postponed until to-morrow, and I will endeavor 


to look further into the case. The bill has passed / 


the House of Representatives after having been 
submitted tothe Committee on Claims of that body, 
and has also been examined by the Committee on 


Military Affairs here, and that committee, Gen- | 


eral Cass being at its head, reported favorably 
upon it. It belongs, therefore, rather to some 
member of that committee to fortify and sustain 
the bill by argument. But, sir, coming to us as 
it does from the Military Committee with the sanc- 
tion of General Cass, who must be presumed to 
have known something of the facts attending the 
case, having been acquainted with the individual 


personally, { am surprised that it should meet with || 
There is no doubt that the | 


the opposition it has. 
service was rendered; and because the man was 
unfortunately captured, is that a reason why his 
claim should not be paid? If it is to be our rule 
of action that the successful soldier alone is to be 


compensated, and he who is captured to be treated | 


with neglect, and his just rights refused, we shall 
not long continue to find men willing to enter the 
military service. Are we going to establish a rule 
of that sort? This gentleman did act as aid to 
General Hull: 1 wish his aid had been more effect- 


ive, and that the whole expedition had been suc- | 
cessful, instead of ending in a surrender of the | 


army. But that is no reason why we should refuse 
to allow this officer the price of his horse; and as 
to the amount claimed for the horse, I can inform 
the gentleman that there were horses owned by 
officers of our army during the war of 18]2 that 
were worth double that sum. Gentlemen, if they 


choose to inform themselves on the subject, will | 


find that our officers were in the habit of riding the 


most valuable horses that were to be procured in |, 
the country; and they will find that the price here || 


named is a very moderate one. At all events, I 
do not think the gentleman opposite was at atl just- 


_ ified in making the remark he did, that the sum 


charged was double the value of this particular 
horse. However, | am willing that the bill should 


lie over, and in the mean time I will endeavor to | 


look into all the facts. 
Mr. BRIGHT. 
judgment whether the lapse of time that has been 


suffered to occur before the presentation of this || 


claim be not sufficient evidence prima facie that the 


claim has no merit. Besides, there is no testimony || 
to prove that any service was rendered. On the 


contrary, the report rather goes to show that ¢he 
committee were not satisfied of the justness of the 
claim. I say the presumption is, that if the party 
were entitied to remuneration, he would have as- 
serted his right at the time it accrued. The fact 
of the claim not having been brought forward until 
years afterwards, is to my mind conclusive that it 
is a trumped-up affair, and I am sorry ta say there 


1 submit to the Senator’s own | 


are too many cases of that kind brought PA 
session afler session. rd 
Mr. UNDERWOOD. . I do not know that m 


friend over the way is altogether correct in gy, 
sing that this is a claim that has but recently ~ 
brought forward. Itis suggested by my friend = 
my left, that it is an acquaintance of his of tey . 
twelve years standing. When it was brought for 
ward for the first time, [ am not apprized, belies, 
the rule applicable to wine is applicable to lies 
before Congress; the older they get, the better thep 
are; and in my official character, in one or the othe 
House of Congress, I have had to act sometimes 
upon claims of forty and fifty years Standing, and 
very good claims they were too, even when origi 
nally presented. Now, of the peculiar circumayyy. 
ces in this case which prevented it from being 
brought forward sooner, l am notapprized, It may 
be that Mr. Wallace never intended to present hig 
claim atall until the hand of necessity was laid Upon 
him, so as to make the pittance of some cojge. 
quence to him in his old age. That may have been 
tne case. If the subject is postponed, I will ey. 
deavor to obtain all necessary information, so as 
to be enabled to answer the objections which the 
gentleman from Indiana has started by laying jj 
the facts before the Senate. I hope, therefore, the 
motion (@® postpone will prevail. 

Mr. BREESE® I cannot see the necessity for 
|| postponement. The report of the committee, jt 

seems, puts the Senate in possession of all tha 
need be stated. It fails entirely to show the ex. 

istence of any valid claim. It does not appear that 

the petitioner ever held rank in the army. It ig 

very probable that he was an amateur aid, else why 
| were his accounts never allowed by the accounting 

officers of the Government? If he had rank in the 
army it would have been known at the War De. 
partment, and his accounts would have been ad- 
justed. For my own part, I cannot find that any 
claim has ever been presented at the proper depart. 
ment. 

Mr. KING. My honorable friend from Illinois 
has not examined ahe case, or he would have un- 
derstood distinctly that the claim was made by Mr, 
Wallace in 1837, and not before. It was in 18}2, 
I think, that the surrender of General Hull took 
place, and it was not until 1837 that this claim was 
presented, and it was then rejected by the proper 
officers of the Government, upon grounds proba- 
bly thought satisfactory. Mr. Wallace did not 
think proper to come before Congress until 1846, 
Then his claim was presented and this report was 
made. If the friends of the claim persist in urging 
it forward without furnishing some more substan- 
tial evidence of its validity, i apprehend they will 
sustain a signal defeat. ‘I'he claim 4s a mosi ex- 
traordinary one. Suppose the Government should 
acknowledge and pay such claims, it would be 
neither more nor less than offering a premium for 
treachery. Is it the policy of this Government to 
encourage the surrender of our troops to the ene- 
my by paying for all the property they may lose? 
The representatives of General Hull might claim 
payment for five or six hgrses—as a major gen- 
‘| eral he would be entitled to that number—and he 
lost a good deal of property besides. Upon the 
same rule that would have to be paid for by the 
Government. He lost also—which was a matter 
of much greater consequence—the power of pro- 
| tecting our frontier; he lost his gallant little army, 
| who were as indignant as men could be at the 
dastardly conduct of their leader, and he was him- 
self afterwards tried for the act. Now, very pos 
sibly this gentleman (Mr. Wallace) was there as 
‘a volunteer. Why was he not paid as the other 
officers were? Why come forward at this late day 
and ask to be paid for services as aid to General 

Hull? If he was in truth an officer of the army, 
| he must have been paid, or ought to have been 
paid, as the other officers were. As for paying 
_ for the property lost, I suspect, if we examine the 
subject, it will be found that this is the first case 
of the kind that has ever been @resented to Con- 
gress; and, being the first, I hope that, instead of 
allowing it to become a precedent for the introduc: 
I tion of similar applications, we shall at once stamp 
| 


it with our reprobation. 
The fufther consideration of the bill was post 
|| poned until to-morrow. 3 . 
|| The Senate then proceeded to the consideration, 
| as in Committee of the Whole, of the House bill 
| for the relief of Archibald Bull and Lemuel S. 
\| Finch; which was reported to the Senate without 
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